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LANCASHIRE & YORKSHIRE ACCIDENT 
INSURANCE COMPANY, Loto. 


HEAD OFFICE: 30, BROWN STREET, MANCHESTER. 





Established 1877. Capital, £200,000. 





This COMPANY’S GUARANTEE BONDS are accepted by 
H.M. COURTS OF CHANCERY and BOARD OF TRADE, and by 
all Departments of H.M. Government. 
MORTGAGE and DEBENTURE INSURANCE. 

The “‘ CLIMAX” POLICY of the Company provides against 
ACCIDENTS —ILLNESS— PERMANENT DISABLEMENT, &c. 
Capital Sums Assured under the Policy are added to annually under a 
CUMULATIVE BONUS SCHEME. 





Policies are also issued indemnifying Employers in relation to the Work- 
men’s Compensation Acts, 1897-1900, the Employers’ Liability Act, 1880, 
and at Common Law, and Public Liability (Third Party) Risks. 

R. KENNEDY MITCHELL, Manager and Secretary. 


COUNTY FIRE OFFICE LIMITED, 
50, REGENT ST., W., anp 14, CORNHILL, E.C., LONDON. 


FOUNDED 1807. 


INSURANCES can be effected with this old-established Office on 
favourable terms. 











FORMS OF PROPOSAL and full particulars as to Rares and the 
ApvantaGes offered may be obtained upon application to— 

B. E, RATLIFFE, Secretary. 

IMPORTANT TO SOLICITORS 
»4 In Drawing LEASES or MORTGAGES of xX 
LICENSED PROPERTY 
To see that the Insurance Covenants include a policy covering the risk of 
LOSS OR FORFEITURE OF THE LICENSE. 

Suitable clauses, settled by Counsel, can be obtained on application to 
THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND 
GUARANTEE FUND, LIMITED, 

24, MOORGATE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 

Mortgages Guaranteed on Licensed Properties promptly, without 
special valuation and at low rates. 

LEGAL AND GENERAL LIFE ASSURANCE 
SOCIETY, 





ESTABLISHED 1836. 
e 





FUNDS - - . - - £ 4,700,000 
INCOME - - =- - + £610,000 
YEARLY BUSINESS - - - £ 2,594,000 


BUSINESS IN FORCE - - £ 18,000,000 


THE PERFECTED SYSTEM of Life Assurance is peculiar to this Society 
and embraces every modern advantage. 
PERFECTED MAXIMUM POLICIES. 
Wrrnovr Prorrts. 
The Rates for these Whole Life Policies are very moderate. 


Premium | Age Premium | Age | Premium 


| Age 
30 | 116%, | 40 | £2 10%, 


| 90 |s178°%, 











£1,000 POLICY WITH BONUSES 


According to last results. 
Valuation at 24 p.c. :—Hm. Table of Mortality. 


~ Duration 20 yrs. 


| $1,438 


| 10 yra. . 


[ Amount of Policy 


£2,067 


80 yra. | 40 yrs. | 


] 
| 81,724 


£1,199 
Full information on application to 
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The New Master. 

Mr. Georcz Abert Bonner, barrister-at-law, has been 
appointed a Master of the Supreme Court in succession to Lord 
Dunsoynye, resigned. Mr. Bonner was called to the bar in 
1885, and has practised on the Midland circuit. 


Rules Under the Aliens Acts, 1908. 


WE print elsewhere draft rules made under section 29 of the 
Summary Jurisdiction Act, 1879, for the purpose of the Aliens 
Act, 1905. Their purport is that p ings under section 3 
(1) (4) of the latter Act, relating to the expulsion of pauper aliens 
and aliens convicted abroad of extradition crimes, are to be com- 
menced by complaint, and that the provisions of the Summary 
Jurisdiction Acts with reference to proceedings on complaint are, 
so far as applicable, to apply. 


Decisions as to the Right to Costs. 


Tue tare Lord Cairns was once heard to say that, while he 
was ready to believe that the general rule in common law actions 
was that costs followed the event, he could confidently assert 
that this rule was wholly opposed to the practice in Chancery 
proceedings. This difference of procedure may explain the fact 
that discussions as to costs seldom appear in common law 
reports while they are common enough in the Chancery reports. 

ere costs are in the discretion of the judge, who gives his 
decision upon a view of all the circumstances of the case, it is 
difficult to see how one decision in a particular case can be of 
any assistance to a judge in another matter, and we have no 
reason to believe that it is usual, u a discussion as 
to whether one of the parties in any litigation is entitled 
to his costs, to draw the attention of the court to the manner 
in which other judges have exercised their discretion in 
similar cases. But having recently had occasion to look through 
a number of volumes of House of Lords cases, we observe that 
discussions as to costs are often reported literatim et verbatem at 
the end of the case. Perhaps the fact that the costs of one of 
these appeals amounts to a substantial sum has so far impressed 
the reporter as to make him forget that the decision with regard 
to them is of little or no value as a precedent, 
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Juries and Questions Depending on the Proper 
Working of Machinery. 

Ws aave been accustomed to see a large part of the sittings 
of our nist prius courts, and also of our inferior tribunals, 
occupied by questions as to the liability for injuries caused by 
vehicles in the public thoroughfares. These questions were for 
a long time considered as peculiarly suitable for a jury, and the 
fact that proceedings in the Court of Admiralty relating to 
collision between two vessels were heard before a judge and 
assessors, and without a jury, was probably due to the fact that 
the practice in the Court of Admiralty had its origin in the civil, 
and not in the common law. In common law actions for negli- 
gence, the inconvenience of a trial by jury was experienced 
many years ago in claims against railway companies. The com- 
panies found that a defence resting upon evidence as to the proper 
working of machinery and the proper management of the rail- 
way was not easily understood, and that the juries were apt to 
save themselves trouble by finding that the company were liable. 
A very small proportion of these cases are now tried by juries, 
the companies making every effort to settle them out of court. 
The newspapers have lately contained reports of collisions 
between motors and omnibuses and between motors and steam- 
rollers. Actions in respect of these matters are not likely to 
shew that the willingness of jurymen to cope with questions as 
to the proper working of traction machinery has been in any 
way strengthened. In these circumstances the time may come 
when our practice will be varied by introducing official experts 
as part of the permanent staff of te courts. 


The Political Opinions of a Candidate for 
Admission to the Bar. 

AN application by M. Gustave Hérvez, well known as a 
prominent Socialist and an advocate of peace at any price, to be 
admitted to the bar of Paris has, as we stated last week, 
just been rejected by that society on the ground that 
M. Hervé, “‘ by persistent provocation to acts which fall under 
the application of the penal law and which are reproved by the 
universal conscience, has personally disqualified himself from 
access to a profession the first duty of which consists in respect 
to and observation of the laws.” The acts alluded to in the 
foregoing statement are supposed to refer to speeches in which 
M. Hexvé has recommended the reserves to refuse to march in case 
of mobilization and to resort to a strike or mutiny. Some doubt 
may be felt in this country as to whether the matter complained 
of should justify the exclusion from the profession of a candidate 
whose personal character is, for aught we know, irreproachable. 
We have never heard that the opinions of members of the Society 
of Friends have been any obstacle to their admission to the 
English bar. The political opinions of a member of the bar are 
surely of less consequence than those of a judicial functionary, 
but it will be remembered that when, in 1866, Sir ALEXANDER 
Cocxsvry refused to re-appoint Mr. Epmonp Bzates a revising 
barrister for Middlesex because of the active part he had taken 
in political agitation, the act of the Chief Justice did not meet 
with universal approval, and that Lord Harnertey would 
scarcely have acted in the same manner, for he appointed Mr. 
Bzatzs, in 1870, a county court judge for Cambridgeshire. It 
may be added that the county court judge discharged the duties 
of his office in a wholly satisfactory manner. 


Lectures as a Means of Oral Instruction. 


THOosE wuHo are interested in law lectures may have had their 
attention attracted to a speech of Canon Lyrre.roy, the Head 
Master of Eton, in the course of which he said that he had 
gained nothing whatever from any lecture he had ever heard, 
— an increased power of forgetting; the only person who 
would appear to derive benefit was the lecturer. He had never 
given a lecture from which he had not learned a great deal him- 
self. It was clear to him that the system of giving lectures 
received its entire support and maintenance from the fact of the 
benefit it conferred on the lecturer. A paragraph in one of the 
evening newspapers protests against this view, saying that after 
all “ lectures are nothing but oral teaching.” A correspondent 
tells us, dpropos of this remark, that certain legal lectures 
which he attended, some years ago, could scarcely be described 
as “oral teaching.” The learned lecturer, he says, ‘whose 
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elocution was far from perfect, read aloud a series of 
on legal subjects, paying little attention to the languor aj 
indifference of those before him, and hurrying out of th 
room as soon as he had read that which he had committal 
to writing. I believe that these essays were subsequ 

published in the form of a text-book. It may well be that thiy 
volume was, in the opinion of those who read it, of considerabk 
merit; but would anyone believe that the best way of masteri 
a text-book on law would be for the student to have it reg 
aloud to him? His attention could not be maintained at th 
proper pressure, and if he failed in understanding any part 
that which was read to him, he could not pause and go over jj 
again. It should never be forgotten that the author of a learngj 
work has not necessarily any of the qualifications of a teacher,” 
We believe, however, that matters have greatly improved in this 
respect since our correspondent underwent his painful ordeal, 


Lease of a Principal Mansion-house. 


AN INTERESTING point as to the nature of the consent required 
from trustees of a settlement to a lease of the principal mansion. 
house arose before Kzxewicn, J., in the recent case of Gi 
v. Rush (ante, p. 26). Section 10 of the Settled Land Act, 1899, 
provides that ‘“‘the principal mansion-house (if any) on any 
settled land shall not be sold, exchanged, or leased 
by the tenant for life without the consent of the trustees of the 
settlement or an order of the court.” In the present case, two 
mansion-houses—Elsenham Hall and Farthinghoe Lodge—wen 
both comprised in the same settlement, and a lease of 
the latter was granted in 1902 by the tenant for life 
At that time the trustees of the settlement for the 
purposes of the Settled Land Acts were the family 
estate agent and the son of the family solicitor, and 
the lease was negotiated and approved by them, though for this 
purpose they did not regard Farthinghoe Lodge as the principal 
mansion-house, and they did not give any formal consent to the 
lease of it assuch. On the death of the tenant for life, who 
granted the lease, the plaintiff, who was then entitled to both 
mansion-houses, alleged that Farthinghoe Lodge was the 
principal mansion-house, and that the lease was void for want 
of the statutory consent. Upon the evidence Kexewion, J, 
held that Elsenham Hall, and not Farthinghoe Lodge, was the 
principal mansion-house, and hence the trustees’ consent was not 
necessary for the validity of the lease. But he addressed himself 
also to the question of consent, and gave his opinion that the con- 
sent, if required, had beensufficiently given. Both the trustees had 
in fact consented to the lease, and, since they had done so, it was 
immaterial whether they knew it to be the principal mansion 
house or not. But surely (if we may say so with deference) the 
consent which the Act requires is a consent to the lease of the 
mansion-house as such. The Act assumes that special com 
siderations arise in regard to alienating the principal mansion- 
house comprised in the settlement, and the trustees, we should 
have thought, are not in a position to have regard to thes 
considerations, and to give a valid consent, unless the fact that 
they are dealing with the principal mansion-house is brought 
home to them. 


Claims by Two Widows under the Fatal Accidents 
Act. 


A cunious point arising under the Fatal Accidents Act, 1846, 
was recently argued before the Common Pleas Division of the 
High Court of Justice for Ontario, upon appeal from an orderdf 
the Chief Justice of the Queen’s Bench. It appeared that ome 
Witson Morton was, in December, 1902, killed by an accidest 
on the line of the defendant railway company (the Grand Trunk 
Railway). On his death becoming known, two actions wert 
brought against the defendants, one on behalf of Anse 
Frorence Morton, as the widow, and EDwarp Morton and 
Crara L. Morton, the two children of the deceased by her. In 
the second action the plaintiff was Maup Moxvon, who clal 
to be the widow of the deceased, for the benefit @ 
herself and the infant child of herself and the decease. 
It was not disputed that the plaintiff Anniz Fronene 
Morton was at one time the wife of the deceased, and it wi 
also not disputed that the claim of the plaintiff Maup Monto 
to be the widow of the deceased eae upon the validity 
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a divorce which the deceased was said to have obtained from 
his first wife. It may be remembered that the Act provides 
that not more than one action shall lie in respect of the same 
subject-matter of complaint, and the Revised Statutes of Ontario, 
1897, which correspond to the English enactments, provide that 
if there be no executor, the action may be brought by and in the 
name or names of all or any of the persons (if more than one) 
for whose benefit such action would have been if it had been 
brought by and in the name of such executor, and that every 
action so to be brought shall be for the benefit of the same 
person or persons, and shall be subject to the same regula- 
tions and procedure, as nearly as may be, as if it were 
brought by and in the name of such executor. Upon an 
application by the defendants for an order staying the pro- 
ceedings in one of the above actions, or for an order consolidating 
the same, the court, after observing that the Act was defective in 
not making any express provision for the case where each of two 
persons claimed to be the widow of the deceased, held that a 
person who sues, whether the executor or one of the class for 
whose benefit the action may be brought, occupies the position 
of a trustee or guasi-trustee for those on whose behalf the action 
is brought, or may be brought, who are not named as plaintiffs 
in it, and that the case was one for the application of the power 
of the court to stay proceedings. Though the parties to the 
actions were not the same, both actions must necessarily be for 
the benefit of all who were entitled to damages under the Act. 
The second action was, therefore, stayed; the plaintiffs in the 
first action undertaking to bring to the notice of the court the 
claims which had been made in the second action. No English 
authority was cited to the court, and we have been unable to find 
any. This may be explained by the fact that the Fatal Accidents 
Acts were passed at a time when the law of divorce had not 
become so familiar a subject as itis at the present day. 


Expert Medical Evidence. 

AN INTERESTING question was raised this week before Buckni11, 
J., at the Leicester Assizes in a murder trial, as to the admissi- 
bility of expert medical evidence. 


The defence was that the 
deceased had committed suicide by cutting her throat; the case for 
the prosecution was that the prisoner had cut the woman’s throat 
and so murdered her. Two medical men, who had conducted the 
post-mortem examination, described the wounds and expressed 
opinions that the wounds were in all probability not self-inflicted. 
An eminent surgeon, who had not seen the body, was then called 
fortheCrown. Hedeposed that he had read the depositions and had 
heard all the evidence given in court and had formed an opinion 
as to whether the wounds he had heard descriged by the other 
medical men were in their nature suicidal or homicidal. Before 
he could state what the opinion was, however, objection was 
taken to the admissibility of the evidence tendered. The judge 
observed that the real issue before the jury was whether the 
wounds were suicidal or homicidal, and that the prosecution 
were attempting to put before the jury the opinion of an 
expert on the very question they themselves had to decide, 
the expert having no further knowledge of the facts 
than had the jury. Counsel for the prosecution submitted 
that the evidence was admissible, but, considering the nature 
of the case, did not press the point, and the evidence was 
rejected. The prisoner was in fact convicted upon the capital 
charge. It is submitted that the evidence tendered was 
admissible, and that the opinion of an expert should not have 
been rejected merely because it went very near to deciding the 
issue. The opinions of the other medical men were stated with- 
out objection. It is true that they actually saw the wounds, but 
their evidence as to their nature was as sufficient to enable an 
expert to express an opinion as if he had in fact 
seen them himself. If the judge is correct in his ruling, a 
great deal of expert evidence which is constantly being received 
Without objection will have to be excluded. Thus, where the 
issue is forgery or no forgery, an expert in handwriting hears 
evidence that writing A is genuine and expresses an opinion that 
Writing B isnot genuine. He is expressing an opinionon evidence 
given in court. There seems to be some confusion as to the 
exact nature of the issue, for in the case of forgery the issue is 
more than the question whether a certain instrument is forged 
or not; it is ae (and chiefly) whether, if it is forged, the 





defendant is the person who forged it. This last question is 
clearly for the jury alone. And so in the case of murder it may 
be most essential to prove whether a wound is homicidal 
or suicidal ; but when that question is answered to the effe.t that 
the wound is homicidal, it then remains for the jury to decide 
whether the prisoner is the person who inflicted the wound, and 
that is the real issue. On that question, of course, a medical 
witness could not be allowed to express an opinion. 


Specific Performance of Building Agreements. 


In GENERAL the court declines to order the specific performance 
of a building contract, upon the ground that it cannot adequately 
superintend the performance of the work, but the circumstances 
under which it will depart from this rule were defined in Mayor 
of Wolverhampton v. Emmons (49 W. R. 553; 1901, 1 Q. B. 515), 
and that case has been followed by Kexewicn, J., in Molyneux 
v. Richard (Times, 17th imst.), a case to which, under 
another aspect, we refer elsewhere. In his judgment in 
Mayor of Wolverhampton v. Emmons, Romer, L.J., adopted 
from Fry on Specific Performance (4th ed, p. 43) the 
circumstances which will justify specific performance: the 
nature of the building work must be definitely ascertained, so 
that the court may know with certainty what is the work 
agreed to be done; the plaintiffs must have a material interest 
in the execution of the contract which cannot be adequately 
compensated by damages; and the defendants must have obtained 
possession of the land by reason of the contract. The present 
decision of Kexewion, J., goes far to shew that all these points 
are satisfied in the case of an ordinary building lease. In 
Molyneux v. Richard \and was demised for 99 years, with a reser- 
vation of the mines underneath and the right to work them, 
subject to payment of compensation. The lessee covenanted to 
erect seven dwelling-houseg similar to the houses in a specified 
street. The lessee went into possession, but omitted to build the 
houses, alleging in excuse that the mines were to be worked, 
and that all the remaining surface land would be required for 
the purpose of the works. Kexewicn, J., held, however, that 
the case fell within the principle of Mayor of Wolverhampton v. 
Emmons. Although the houses in the street named were 
not all uniform, yet the nature of the houses to be 
erected was sufficiently ascertained, and the lessees had 
got possession of the land in consideration of the contract. The 
most difficult point, it would seem, was whether damages would 
be an adequate remedy, and this was complicated by the fact 
that the action was brought by mortgagees, and the plaintiffs 
were therefore only interested so far as the omission to build 
prejudiced their security. In substance, however, the plaintiffs 
were suing as lessors, and the effect of the breach of covenant 
was not unlike that in Mayor of Wolverhampton v. Emmons, 
There the plaintiffs desired, by having the houses built, to 
increase the rateable value of the town. In the present case 
the object of the covenant was to create upon the land security 
for the rent. The same result, so Kexewion, J., held, would 
not be attained by any damages which could properly be given, 
and hence the plaintiffs were entitled to specific performance. 


Charitable Subscriptions by Joint Stock 
Companies. 

THE LEGAL student who, greatly daring, has endeavoured to 
master the general principles of the law of corporations and 
joint stock companies, may read with some surprise in the list 
of subscriptions to the Queen’s Unemployed Fund subscriptions 
from leading insurance and banking companies. These sub- 
scriptions appear to him quite irreconcileable with the law 
relating to the doctrine of ulérd vires in the text-books, and if he 
turns to the reports, he finds it distinctly laid down that it is 
beyond the powers of any civil corporation to alienate their 
assets, as to whole or part, without consideration—*‘ without 
consideration’ meaning, not merely without a sufficient guid 
pro quo, but also that the transaction is of such @ 
kind that the corporation does not derive, and is not 
intended to derive, any advantage therefrom, present or 
future. These companies exist, he may say, for the purpose 
of earning profits for their shareholders; can it be said that 
what the directors have done in subscribing money for the 
benefit of unemployed workmen has been done in the course of 
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carrying on the business which is entrusted to them in the best 
way possible, for the benefit of the shareholders? The answer 
to this question, in cases where the memorandum of association 
or deed of settlement of a company does not authorize such 
subscriptions, cannot readily be given. The case is wholly 
distinguishable from those in which insurance companies have 
been considered justified in paying the amount of losses for 
which they were not in strictness legally liable, and those in 
which other companies have paid gratuities or pensions to the 
widows of persons employed by them. But supposing that the 
subscriptions are ultrd vires, the directors may think that their 
companies will be honoured and respected because of their 
liberality, and that they may, therefore, ask for something in 
the nature of an act of indemnity at the next general meeting 
of shareholders. If a resolution approving of the subscriptions 
is carried by a large majority, it may still be competent, in 
such cases as above-mentioned, to a dissentient shareholder to 
apply for an injunction, but there is not much to encourage 
him in embarking in such a proceeding. 


Registration of the Birth of an Illegitimate Child. 

A RECENT case has drawn attention to the law relative to the 
registration of the birth of an illegitimate child. The pro- 
cedure is regulated by the Births and Deaths Registration Act, 
1874 (87 & 38 Vict. c. 88), section 7 of which provides that “ the 
registrar shall not enter in the register the name of any person 
as father of such child, unless at the joint request of the mother 
and of the person acknowledging himself to be the father of 
such child, and such person shall in such case sign the register, 
together with the mother.” In the case referred to both 
parents presented themselves before the registrar, but described 
themselves as ‘‘ married.” It is stated that the practice is not 
uncommon on the part of persons who, living together but not 
married, wish their children to appear as legitimate. In 
this case it was the woman’s second child. The registrar 
having learnt of the false statement, wrote to the Registrar- 
General about the entry. He replied, drawing attention to 
section 36, under which the parties may present themselves 
before the registrar to present ‘‘a statutory declaration setting 
forth the nature of the error and stating the facts of the case.” 
Upon payment of a fee of half-a-crown ‘‘an error of fact or 
substance in any such register may be corrected by entry in the 
margin (without any alteration of the original entry).” It is 
submitted that this provision for the correction of errors was 
never intended to apply to deliberate mis-statements, and that 
proceedings should have been taken under section 40 of the 
same Act, which provides that any person who ‘‘makes any 
false statement with intent to have the same entered in any 
register of births or deaths shall for each offence be liable on 
summary conviction to a penalty not exceeding ten pounds, and 
on conviction on indictment to fine or to penal servitude for a 
term not exceeding seven years.” 


Hypothecation of Goods. 

Tue case of Le Hamilton, Young, § Co., in which the Court 
of Appeal gave judgment on the 1ith of August, affirming the 
decision of Bicuam, J., is a good example of the manner in 
which export business is carried on by the aid of loans, the 
lenders taking no other security than letters or informal docu- 
ments stipulating that the goods exported shall be subject to alien 
for the amount of the advance. In the case referred to, the 
goods were never, before they left England, in the actual posses- 
sion of the lenders, but passed through the hands of bleachers, 
dyers, and packers until they were shipped to India. The 
borrowers became bankrupt, and the court held that the goods 
were not in their order and disposition as reputed owners within 
the meaning of section 44 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883. The 
practice of buying goods on speculation by means of advances, 
giving the lender a security on the proceeds, is so generally 
known that we can hardly suppose that the creditors of the 
trader are misled by his apparent ownership of such goods. 








The House of Lords on Tuesday restored Mr. Justice Buckley’s judg- 
ment in Ashton Gas Co. v. Attorney-General, Lord Lindley saying that Mr. 
Justice Buckley’s judgment was absolutely unanswered and the attempt 
to answer it amounted to a sort of intellectual conjuring. 


Actions by Equitable Owners. 


NorwirHsranpine the provisions of the Judicature Acts, aj 
the supposed predominance thereby given to equitable inte 

a good deal of difficulty attends the question of the right of, 
person equitably interested in property to maintain an actig 
without joining the owner of the legal estate, and in the case q 
Molyneux v. Richard ( Times, 17th inst.), last week, Kexewiozg, J, 
held that the mortgagor of a reversion upon a lease is not entitl 
to sue in his own name upon the lessee’s covenants. Under thy 
old law the case in which the necessity of having the legal ow: 
before the court was most marked was where an equitable owng 
was suing in ejectment to recover possession of land. In ejectmey 
the plaintiff necessarily failed if it appeared, whether from hig 
own proof or from the defence, that the legal estate was ou 





standing. This, it might be thought, was just the sort of cay 
‘ which the Judicature Acts were meant to deal with, and it seems 
| at one time that they had done so. ‘‘ Considering,” said Jz 
M.R., in General Finance Co, v. Liberator Building Society (\) 
Ch. D., p. 24), “that the jurisdiction in equity and comma 
law is now vested in every court of justice, so that no action fq 
ejectment, or, as it is now called, an action for recovery of lanj 
can be defeated for the want of the legal estate where thy 
plaintiff has the title to the possession, I think I ought not t 
attempt in any way to extend” the doctrine of estoppel. 

The concluding words of the passage just referred to shey 
that Jzsser, M.R., was treating in the case before him of th 
doctrine of estoppel, and, since the nature of the tith 
to be made in ejectment was not the point for decision, 
his statement of the effect of the Judicature Acts i 
this respect has perhaps received less attention than if 
was entitled to; and the subsequent case of Allen v. Wooik 
(68 L. T. 142) in the Court of Appeal has given currency to the 
view that it is still necessary for the legal owner to be joined 
Allen v. Woods, however, was not a case of a plaintiff witha 
clear equitable title to possession. In 1883 one DupREE ww 
the legal owner in fee of land. It was alleged by the plaintiff 
that Dupre: sold and conveyed the land to Branpon, who took 
possession and conveyed the land by way of mortgage to th 
plaintiff. The conveyance was a forgery, and the mort 
gage was prepared by Wuurenatt, a solicitor. Th 
defendant took possession of the land, but the report 
is silent as to the circumstances of his doing so, I 
was proved that Durrzz had verbally agreed to sell the lanl 
either to Branpon or WHITEHALL; it was not clear whith 
Wrieut, J., held that the agreement was with Warren t, ail 
gave judgment for the defendant upon that ground. The Cout 
of Appeal affirmed this judgment, but upon the ground thi 
Dupre, the owner of the legal estate, was not a party. 

Undoubtedly the case contains expressions which shew thi 
the legal owner should have been a party, without regard # 
the special circumstances which threw doubt upon the equitable 
title, “If I had been trying the case,” said Livptey, LJ, it 
the course of the argument, ‘I should have stopped it at ono 
because the person having the legal estate was not before th 
court.” But with this may be compared an earlier remark of th 
same judge: ‘‘ You do not shew a good equitable title to recover 
possession, because Dorrzz, in whom the legal estate is vested, 
is not a party to the action, and no decree has been made again 
him.”’ Similarly, Lord Esuer, M.R., in his judgment sai: 
‘‘ DupreE would not be bound by the judgment in the ati 
and might afterwards claim the property”; and Surra, bd. 
said: ‘It is admitted that the legal estate is in Dupres, andi 
does not appear in whom the equitable estate is vested. 
The real point in the case was the doubt attending the equi 
interest. This interest depended upon a*verbal agreement, 
although, under the circumstances, the agreement might 
capable of specific enforcement, yet there could not be sf 
equitable interest properly created until a judgment had bet 
obtained against Durrez. 

The case of Allen v. Woods (suprd) was treated in the manit 
just suggested by the Irish Court of Appeal in Antrim la 
§¢., Co. v. Stewart (1904, 2 Ir. R. 357), where for the first a 
the necessity of bringing the legal estate before the court ia # 





action to recover possession of land was fully discussed. 
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Joun and Wii11aM Srewarr, who were the tenants of a farm, 


in 1886 bought the farm through the Irish Land Commission 
under the Land Purchase Acts. The land was conveyed to them 
jn feo in August, 1886, and by the same deed they mortgaged it 
to the Land Commission as security for the repayment of the 
urchase annuity. In 1901 the Stewarts mortgaged the land 
to the Antrim Land, &c., Co. for £1,000, subject to the prior 
mortgages. The land company sold the land under the power of 
sale in their mortgage, and they and the purchaser brought eject- 
ment to recover the land from the Srzwarts. It was objected 
that the action was not maintainable inasmuch as the legal 
mortgagees were not parties, but the objection was overruled 
by the Court of Appeal (Patrzes, O.B., and Firzcrsson and 
Howes, L.JJ.). 

The principle applicable to the assertion of equitable titles 
was stated by Patuzs, O.B., as follows: ‘ Where the plaintiff 
claims to be entitled to any right—such as here, the right of 

session of land—by virtue of an equitable estate, the High 

urt, whatever may be the division of it in which the suit may 
happen to be, must, so long as the suit remains in the division, 
give the same relief as ought to have been given by the Court 
of Chancery in a suit properly instituted for the like purpose 
before the Act. This is one of the broadest of the principles 
which are the bases of the Judicature Act, and we 
eanot allow it to be frittered away by small technicali- 
ties, which it was one of the objects of the Act to 
extinguish.” The learned judge referred in justification 
of this passage to the dictum of Jesszt, M.R., in General Finance 
Co. v. Liberator Building Society (supra), and pointed out that 
Allen v. Woods (suprd) was a case in which the plaintiff could 
not have succeeded unless direct relief had been given against 
the absent person. ‘‘ It was essential to that success that such 
person should have been a trustee for the plaintiff, and as 
he was not an express trustee, or a person who could be deemed 
a trustee otherwise than through the judgment of the court, it 
was a condition precedent to giving any relief to the plaintiff 
that the judgment should declare him a trustee—a judgment 
which it was impossible to give when he was not a party.” 

The decision of the Irish Court of Appeal was given upon 
section 27 (1) of the Judicature Act (Ireland), 1877, which 
corresponds to section 24 (1) of the Judicature Act, 1873, and 
which requires that, if a plaintiff claims to be entitled to an 
equitable right, the High Court shall give ‘‘such and the same 
relief as ought to have been given by the High Court of 
Chancery in a similar proceeding for the same or a like purpose 
properly instituted before the passing of this Act’; and also 
upon R. 8. C., ord. 16, r. 11, which forbids tha defeat of an 
action for non-joinder of parties, and requires the court in every 
cause or matter to ‘‘deal with the matter in controversy so far 
as regards the rights and interests of the parties actually before 
it.” With respect to the assistance which would formerly have 
been given by the Court of Chancery to enable an equitable 
owner to obtain possession, reference may be made to the judg- 
ment of Firzcrssoy, L.J. But upon both grounds it was held 
that the existence of an outstanding legal mortgage was no bar to 
the second mortgagee suing in his own name, and by himself, to 
recover possession from the mortgagor. 

Of course, as long as Allen v. Woods (suprd) remains un- 
qualified by any further decision of the Court of Appeal here, 
it will be hazardous for a person equitably entitled to possession 
to sue without bringing the legal owner before the court. But 
Upon any further discussion of the question the decision of the 
Irish Court of Appeal will deserve careful consideration, and it 
18 not improbable that it represents the view of the effect of the 
Judicature Acts which will be ultimately adopted. It is 
important, however, to remember that a plaintiff equitably 
entitled who proposes to sue in his own name must have his 
Own independent equitable right to possession, and must not 
simply Jain in respect of a covenant the benefit of 
which is incident to the legal ownership. This limitation 
Was imposed by the Court of Appeal in Matthews v. Usher 
(49 W. R. 40; 1900, 2 Q. B. 585) om section 25 (5) 
of the Judicature Act, 1873, which in certain cases allows a 
Mortgagor to sue in his own name only. Thus, when he is 
atitled for the time being to possession or receipt of rents and 
Profits, and the mortgagee has given no notice of his intention 





to take possession, the mortgagor may sue alone for possession 
or for recovery of rents and profits. But this requires that he 
should be actually entitled to possession. If the mortgagor has 
been wrongfully ejected, or if the rents and profits are being 
taken by a stranger, then this Sg queer enables him to recover 
possession, or to assert his right to receipt of rents and profits, 
in hisown name. In other words, it expressly enacts for the 
case of a mortgagor the rule which, according to the Irish Court 
of Appeal, applies by virtue of the Judicature Acts to equit- 
able estates generally. If, however, the land is subject to a 
lease, and the benefit of the lessee’s covenants is vested 
in the mortgagee, an owner of the equity of redemp- 
tion who claims to re-enter is helped neither by the 
express provision nor by the general rule. He has no 
equitable right to possession. The breach of covenant, 
if it exists, is not a breach of which he can take advantage. The 
mortgagee, as legal owner of the reversion, is the person 
entitled to take advantage of the covenant, and a right of re- 
entry for breach of covenant is enforceable only by him after he 
has given the notice required by section 14 of the Conveyancing 
Act, 1881. Hence, as was held in Matthews v. Usher (supra) 
the defect is not cured by joining the mortgagee as a plaintiff, 
unless such notice has been given by him. In the recent case of 
Molyneux vy. Richard the mortgagees were suing on a covenant 
in the lease, and the question of the mortgagor’s right to sue 
only arose incidentally, A previous action had been brought 
by the mortgagor and had been compromised on payment to him 
of £25. This, it was contended, barred the mortgagee’s action. 
Kexewicn, J., held, however, in accordance with Matthews v. 
Osher, that the action brought by the mortgagor was not main- 
tainable, and hence the acceptance by him of a sum in settlement 
could not affect the mortgagee’s rights. 










































































The Effect of Proof in Bankruptcy 


for Calls on Shares. 


Tue Court of Appeal (ante, p. 438, Weekly Notes, 1905, p. 157) 
have affirmed the decision of Bucxtzy, J., in Re West Coast 
Gold Fields (Limited) (53 W. R. 455; 1905, 1 Ch. 597), and 
have rejected the contention that proof by a company for 
calls against the estate of a bankrupt shareholder is equivalent 
to payment on the shares, so as to entitle them to rank as 
fully paid for the purpose of sharing in a distribution of 
surplus assets of the company upon a winding up. The 
general principle is well established that a contributory who 
is indebted to the company for calls cannot share in the assets 
of the company until he has first discharged his liability, and 
hence, if he is also a creditor of the company, he cannot set 
off his debt against the liability on calls. He must first discharge 
his liability as a contributory so as to assist in creating the fund 
out of which the company’s debts are to be satisfied, and then he 
can establish his right to share in this fund by proving his debt. 
‘The amount of the call being paid,” it was said in Grissell's 
case (14 W. R. 1015, L. R. 1 Gh. 528), ‘‘the member of the 
company stands exactly on the footing of the other creditors 
with respect to a dividend on a debt due to him from the com- 
pany.” And the rule applies equally whether the winding up 
is compulsory or voluntary: Re Pyle Works (Limited) (38 W. R. 
674, 44 Ch. D, 534). The only exception appears to be when 
the shareholder is bankrupt, and then his trustee in bankruptcy 
is, somewhat illogically, hovel a right which is denied to the 
shareholder while solvent. Since the company must now claim 
for the calls against the estate in bankruptcy, the claim is 
subject to the bankruptcy rules of set off, and the liquidator of 
the company must submit to have the debt due to the bankrupt’s 
estate set off against his own claim for calls: Re Duckworth 
(L. R. 2 Ch. 578). 

The principle, that a contributory cannot claim as a creditor 


against the assets of a company without paying in full his own 
contribution to such assets, appears to apply equally where a 
contributory is claiming to share as such in the surplus assets of 
the company ; and it was pointed out by Srretine, L.J., in the 
present case of Re West Coast Gold Fields (Limited) (supra) that 
this is the effect of the decision in Hx parte Maude (19 W. R. 
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113, L. R. 6 Ch. 51). There the shares in a company were of 
the nominal value of £25. On some of them the whole £25 had 
been paid up, on others only £20. Upon the company being 
wound up, the assets were sufficient to pay all the debts, 
and there remained a surplus for division among the share- 
holders. The question arose whether all were entitled 
to share according to the nominal value of their shares, 
or whether the surplus must first be applied in repaying 
the extra £5 a share paid up on some of the shares, 
so as to place all the shareholders upon the same footing in 
regard to paid-up capital. The Court of Appeal took the latter 
view, upon the ground that the losses ought to be divided in 
proportion to the amounts which the shareholders had agreed to 
ay, whether such amounts had been in fact called up or not. 

his result could be attained either by repaying the extra £5 a 
share, and then dividing the remaining assets rateably ; or by 
notionally calling up the £5 unpaid upon the other shares, and 
dividing the entire fund rateably. But it would be a condition 
of acontributory sharing in such fund that he had first performed 
his duty by contributing the amount due from him. 

In Re West Coast Gold Fields (supra) an attempt was made to 
avoid the effect of the above cases by arguing that proof by 
the company against the estate of a bankrupt shareholder 
for calls, and the receipt of a dividend, was equivalent to 

ayment of the calls. Rowz was the holder of 1,800 £1 shares 
in the company on which, previously to 1903, 10s. a share had 
been paid. In January, 1903, the company made a call of 1s. a 
share, and later in the same month Rowz became bankrupt. 
The company proved for £900, being £90, the amount of the 
call, and £810 the uncalled balance of 9s. a share. The proof 
was admitted for the £90 in full, and for the £810 less 10 per 
cent.—that is, £729—or £819 in all, and on this amount a 
dividend of 1s. 6d. in the £1 had been paid, and there was a 
prospect of a further dividend of the same amount. The com- 
pany went into voluntary liquidation, and, after payment of 
debts, there remained a surplus sufficient to repay to the 
shareholders 3s. a share on the fully-paid shares. The trustee in 
Rowr’s bankruptcy claimed to be entitled to share in this upon 
the footing that the bankrupt’s shares were by reason of the 
company’s proof to be treated as fully paid up. It has, indeed, 
been said that proof is equivalent to payment, but this is 
for the purpose of shewing that the creditor who tenders 
the proof thereby loses his other remedies for recovering his 
debt. In Ex parte Hornby (Buck. 351) solicitors had obtained 
an order to have their bill taxed and to prove for the amount, 
and it was held that they thereby relinquished their lien upon 
papers in their hands belonging to the bankrupt. The proof, it 
was said, was equivalent to payment, and hence the papers must 
be delivered up to the assignee. And so in Stammers vy. Elliott 
(L. R. 3 Ch. 195), where an executor proved against the estate 
of a bankrupt who was indebted to the testator’s estate, and was 
also one of the residuary legatees, it was held that he had 
forfeited his right to retain the debt out of the bankrupt’s share 
of residue. “If,” said Lord Cuetmsrorp, C., the executor 
‘‘ proves a debt under a bankruptcy, it has the same effect as 
if he were proceeding in his own right, and consequently the 
debt must be held to be satisfied.” 

But statements that proof in bankruptcy is equivalent to 
payment of the debt are so far removed from actual fact that 
they are obviously to be received with caution, and though a 
creditor who has pursued the special remedy appropriate to 
bankruptcy ntay be debarred from resorting to his other remedies, 
it is a very different matter to allow the proof to be treated on 
the bankrupt’s side as equivalent to actual payment for all 
purposes. Indeed, the principle of Hz parte Hornby (supra) is 
not universally applicable even to remedies for the debt, and 
formerly a creditor could prove for his debt in administration 
and also realize his security, a state of things which it was the 
special object of section 10 of the Judicature Act, 1875, to 
abolish. Hence in a matter such as payment of capital upon 
shares, where actual payment in money or in kind is essential in 
order to enable the shares to rank as fully paid up, 


it is not surprising that the Court of Appeal have refused to | 


and the trustee might transfer them as such to a purchaser, even 
though no dividend was ever paid in the bankruptcy. The 
proof, indeed, is not payment at all ; there is payment when the 
proof results in a dividend, but then only to the extent of the 
dividend paid. In Re West Coast Gold Fields, therefore, the 
bankrupt’s shares were not paid up, and were not entitled to 
share in the surplus assets. 








Reviews. 


Mortmain. 


MorrTmain. By TxHomAs BovurcHIER-CHILOoT?, 
Barrister-at-Law. Stevens & Haynes. 


THE Law oF 


The law with respect to charitable gifts has been immensely simpli- 
fied by the Mortmain and Charitable Uses Acts, 1888 and 1891. The 
former collected into one statute the numerous exemptions which had 
been gradually engrafted by Parliament on the Mortmain Act of 
1736 (9 Geo. 2, c. 36), and the latter, by excluding from the defi- 
nition of land money secured on land, got rid of the troublesome line 
of cases which dealt with the distinction between pure and impure 
personalty. But the law as thus amended still remains highly 
technical, and the practising lawyer will find it very convenient to have 
it stated and expounded in Mr. Bourchier-Chilcott’s work. The book 
takes the form of a commentary on the successive sections of the above 
statutes, and, with the addition of a copious index, this is the most 
practical way of dealing with the subject. Most important of all is 
section 4 of the Act of 1888, which prescribes the conditions under 
which assurances may be made to charitable uses, and this is fully 
annotated. It will be remembered that section 13 of the Act recites 
the preamble of 43 Eliz c. 4, and preserves it as the test of what 
constitutes a charity. This throws us back upon the numerous cases 
as to charities within the purview of that statute, and an important 
feature of Mr. Bourchier-Chilcott’s book is his classification of 
charities according as they are (1) for the relief of the indigent ; (2) 
for the advancement of education ; (3) for the advancement of religion; 
and (4) for the advancement of objects of general public utility ; the 
relevant cases being tabulated under these heads. The book is a 
useful addition to the lawyer’s library. 





Light and Air. 


Tue Law or LicguT AND AIR. By ALFRED A. HUDSON and ARNOLD 
InMAN, Barristers-at-Law. SxconD EDITION. Estates Gazette 
(Limited); Sweet & Maxwell (Limited). 


The publication of the second edition of this handy volume on the 
easement of light has, the authors state, been accelerated in conse- 
quence of the recent decision of the House of Lords in Colls v. The 
Home and Colonial Stores (53 W. R. 30; 1904, A. C. 179). The 
importance of that decision makes it essential that any work intended 
for the practising lawyer should contain a full account of 
its scope and effect, and this will be found in Chapter V, 
of the present book on the ‘‘Extent of Right Cowuferred by 
Prescription.” The authors trace the earlier line of decision which 
seemed to have established that the dominant owner was entitled 
either to all the light coming through his window, or at any rate to 
so much as was required for the purposes to which he was putting 
the premises, even though of an extraordinary character; and then 
they pass to Colls’ case, in which nuisance was treated as the test of 
interference with an ancient light, and it was held that to constitute 
a nuisance there must be a substantial diminution of the light 
required for the ordinary use of the premises for habitation oF 
business. The authors do not, however, refer to the subsequent 
expositions of the effect of that decision by Bray, J., in Ambler % 
Gordon (53 W. R 300) and Farwell, J., in Higgins v. Bett (53 W. B 
549). The extent of the easement, although very important, is only 
one aspect of the subject, and the book treats in a practical way of 
the creation and extinction of the easement, with obstruction and 
abavement of obstruction, and with legal remedies. The last 
named section contains a useful statement as to the practice m 
regard to injunctions and damages. 











regard proof in bankruptcy as having this effect. If it were so, | 
then, as Srixtic, L.J., pointed out, seam upon the | 
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admission of the proof the shares would become fu 


An amusing incident occurred, says the Evening Standard, at the Prestaty® 
Petty Sessions. A witness refused to be sworn, saying, ‘‘I will not say® 
word unless I am paid for it.’”’ Mr. Hughes (complainant's solicitor) : 
“‘ You will be paid ; you will get your expenses.”’ Witness; ‘‘ I must have 
it first, and rh speak afterwards.’’ Mr. Gamlin (defendant’s oli 
‘* Quite right, be like the lawyers, who always get their fees first.”’ 


_man was paid three shillings by the complainant, and then he gave 
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Correspondence. 


The Licensing Act, 1904. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal. ] 


Sir, Attention bas recently been called to section 3 of this Act, 
relating to the charge for providing the compensation fund, by 
reason of notices issued by certain tenants of licensed premises of their 
jotention to make a deduction from their rent in accordance with 
guch section This notice has fallen as a thunderbolt on many, 
especially owners of ground-rents secured on licensed premises; this 
js not to be wondered at, considering the unprecedented interference 
effected in the position of ground landlords and the absolute silence 
in which such a radical alteration was allowed to be made-in the 
law. 
Sub-section 1 of the section imposes the charge, at rates not ex- 
oeding those set out in the first schedule to the Act, upon all 
existing on-licences renewed after the passing of the Act, and sub- 
section 3 enacts that ‘‘ such deductions from rent as are set out in the 
second schedule to this Act may, uotwithstanding any agreement to 
thecontrary, be made by any licence-holder who pays a charge under 
this section, and also by any person from whose. rent a deduction is 
made in respect of the payment of such a charge.” The second 
schedule sets out a scale of deductions under which a percentage of 
the charge paid, varying inversely to the length of time unexpired 
in the lease, is to be allowed, with the single limitation that in no 
case is it to exceed one-half of the rent. 

The Bill as introduced into Parliament provided for deduction of a 
portion of the charge from rack-rents. When the Bill was in Com- 
mittee of the House of Commons the section as it now stands was 
introduced as an amendment, and, by reason of prolonged discussion 
on previous clauses and application of the closure, passed without 
discussion ; nor does there appear to have been any explanation given, 
or any objection taken to the clause, in the subsequent stages in the 
House of Commons or in the House of Lords. 

It is a curious fact that the provision has not, so far as I can find, 
formed the subject of comment in any of the professional journals or 
inthe daily press, either when the Bill was under consideration or 
subsequently ; the only comment I have been able to find in any of 
the text-books is a statement in Williamson on the Law of Licensing, 
p. 119, that the provision is to prevent the burden of the charge 
pressing unfairly upon the licence-holder or any person having only a 
transitory interest in the house. That it does not do so will be seen 
from the example below. 

The scheme of the section was no doubt based upon the assumption 
that the person receiving the rent from which the deduction is to be 
made will ultimately derive some benefit from the theoretical appre- 
ciation of the house by reason of the closing of other houses in the 
neighbourhood, but the drafting of the clause is defective, inasmuch 
a8 the burden of the charge does not always fall upon the person 
entitled to the potential benefit. This is especially noticeable in the 
case of leasehold ground-rents. 

The following instance, which has recently céme to my notice, 
appears to be a case of great hardship arising under the Act. A few 
years ago A. purchased a block of leasehold ground-rents held for an 
unexpired term of twenty years (the residue of a long term) under 
one lease at 10s. per annum; each of the houses is underlet for the 
residue of the term except a day at a separate improved ground-rent ; 
one of the houses has an on-licence and produced a ground-rent of 
£15 per annum. A compensation charge of £20 has been assessed on 
this house, and A. has received notice from his tenant that, as the 
lease has less than thirteen years to run, 33 per cent. of the charge, 
or £6 12s. (which is the correct amount under Schedule 2), will be 
deducted from his rent of £15. This deduction, increasing to 
£7 10s., will be made each year. A. has no reversion and can derive 
no future benefit under the Act, and he cannot deduct more than 5s. 
perannum from the head rent payable to the freeholder, who will at 
the end of the lease become entitled to the licence with such increased 
onpey may be attached to it. Thus A., having purchased on the 

of £15 per annum for twenty years, is deprived of about £7 a 
year during thirteen years of the term. 

As many solicitors will no doubt be called upon to advise on this 
fection during the next few months, some expression of opinion in 

ur columns upon the effect of the section and the change in the 

W will no doubt be of interest and assistance to your readers. 

FREDK. J. JONES. 













































22, Chancery-lane, London, W.C., Nov. 21. 
[We hope to discuss the matter hereafter.—Ep, S.J] 
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Points to be Noted. 


Company Law. 


Special Resolution —Notice in One Document of Two Meetings. 
—The passing of a special resolution is an operation which is so oft-n 
required that it is of the highest importance that there should be no 
irregularity about it. After the decision of the Court of Appeal in 
Alexander v. Simpson (43 Ch. D. 139), to the effect that notice of a 
meeting must be absolute and not conditional, there were 
many persons who considered, and not without some ground 
for doing so, that even where the articles of association 
purported to give power to summon both of the two meetings 
by one notice, there was not good notice of the confirmatory 
meeting. When Buckley, J., decided agsinst the validity of such a 
notice, those who had taken the same view were for a time jubilant, 
but the decision has been promptly reversed by the Court of Appeal, 
to the relief of the numerous persons who had acted on the special 
form of article. — Re NortH oF ENGLAND STEAMSHIP Co. (C.A., 
May 2) (1905, 2 Ch. 15). 

Life Assorance—Separate Accounts of Premiums.—Section 4 
of the Life Assurance Companies Act, 1870, which requires separate 
accounts to be kept of receipts in respect of life assurance and annuity 
contracts where the company caries on not only life assurance business 
but also some other business, had not, prior to this year, received 
much judicial attention; but the section was much discussed before 
Buckley, J., in two cases, one being Re Nelem & Co. (1905, 1 Ch. 551). 
In that case it was held that the amount by which the price of tea was 
loaded in order to enable the company to give life assurance benefits 
to purchasers was not a separate sum capable of being carried to a 
separate fund within the section. In the other case the Court of 
Appeal sanctioned a scheme which enablei another tea company to 
comply with the section.—Rz British Wibpows’ AssURANCE Co. 


(C.A., May 19) (1905, 2 Ch. 40). 








New Orders, &c. 


RULES PUBLICATION ACT, 1893. 


Notice is hereby given, that after forty days from the date of this 
notice the Lord Chancellor proposes to make the following Rules 
under s. 29 of the Summary Sarlediction Act, 1879, for the purposes 


of the Aliens Act, 1905. 

Copies of the Draft Rules may be obtained from the Home Office, 
Whitehall. 

21st November, 1905. 


The Summary Jurisdiction (Aliens) Rules, 1905. 

1. Proceedings under section 3 (1) (b) of the Aliens Act, 1905, 
(relating to the expulsion of pauper Aliens, and Aliens convicted 
abroad of ¢xtradition crimes), shall be commenced by complaint, and 
the provisions of the Summary Jurisdiction Acts with reference to 








proceedings on complaint shall, in so far as applicable, apply 





accordingly. 

2. The forms in the Schedule hereto, or forms to the like effect, 
may be used with such variations as circumstances may require for 
the purposes of the Aliens Act, 1905. i : : 

3. These Rules may be cited as the Summary Jurisdiction (Aliens) 


Rules, 1905. 
Schedule. 
Atrens Act, 1905. 
Section 3 (1) (6). 
Complaint. 

In the [County of Petty Sessional Division 
of he day of , one thousand nine hundred 


and : 
The complaint of C.D., who states that 4.B., an alien, who last 


entered the United Kingdom within twelve months before these pro- 
ceedings were taken either has within 
months from the present date been in receipt of such parochial relief 
as disqualifies a person for the Parliamentary franchise [or been found 
wandering without ostensible means of subsistence] [or been 
living under insanitary conditions due to overcrowding] 

or has entered the United Kingdom after the llth day 
of August, 1905, and has been sentenced in a pry os coun'ry with 
which there is an extradition treaty for a crime not being an offence 
of a political character which is as respects that country an extradition 
crime within the meaning of the Extradition Act, 1870, viz., 
Taken before me, 
Justice of the Peace for the (L.8.) 





[County] aforesaid, 
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Nov. 25, 1905. 








Atzens Act, 1905. 
Section 3 (1) (a). 
Certificate of Conviction and Recommendation for Expulsion. 
In the [County of Petty Sessional Division 


of ] \ 


Before the Court of [Summary Jurisdiction] sitting at 
he day of one thousand nine hundred 

and ° 
I [or we] certify that A.B.,to whom the particulars shown in the 
annexed Schedule relate, having been found by the Court to be an 
Alien, was this day convicted of the offence shown in the said 
Schedule, being an off-nce within the meaning of Section 3 (1.) (a) 
of the Aliens Act, 1905; [and was committed to one of His Majesty’s 
prisons, to be kept there for the space of ‘ 

And that the Court recommend that an Expulsion Order should 
be made in the case of the said A.B., in addition to the said sentence 
[or in lieu of sentence]. 


Justice of the Peace for the (L 8.) 
[County] aforesaid. 
Justice of the Peace for the (L.8.) 


[County] aforesaid. 
Schedule. 
Name 
Nationality 
Age 
Dependents (if any) 
ence 
Sentence 
Prison to which committed 
Police district in which offence was committed 


Attens Act, 1905. 
Section 3 (1) (bd). 
Certificate with view to Expulsion. 


In the [County of Petty Sessional Division 
at ; 
Before the Court of Summary Jurisdiction sitting at 
The day of one thousand nine hundred and ‘ 
C.D. having made a complaint that A.B., an alien to whom the 
particulars shown in the Schedule hereto relate, last entered the 
United Kingdom within twelve months before the proceedings were 
taken, and either that he has within three months 
from the time at which proceedings were commenced been in receipt 
of such parochial relief as disqualifies a person for the parliamentary 
franchise [or been found wandering without ostensible means of 
subsistence | [or been living under insanitary conditions due to over- 
crowding | 
[or that he has entered the United Kingdom after the 11th d-y of 
August, 1905, and has been sentenced in a foreign country with 
which there is an extradition treaty for a crime not being an offence 
of a political character which is as respects that country an extradi- 
tion crime within the meaning of the Extradition Act, 1870, viz., 

On hearing the said complaint I [or we] being satisfied that the 
said A.B. is an Alien, hereby certify that the said A,P. last entered 
the United Kingdom within twelve months before these proceedings 
were taken, and that he [here insert the complaint of which the Court wae 
satisfied. | 

Justice of the Peace for the 

[County] aforesaid. 

Justice of the Peace for the 

[County] aforesaid. 


(L.8.) 
(LS ) 


Schedule. 
Name 
Nationality 


Age 

Dependents (if any) 

Date of last entry into United Kingdom 
Facts of complaint certified 

Prison to which committed 

Police District in which proceedings taken 








In charging the grand jury at the Gloucester Assizes on the 19th inst., 
says the Evening Standard, Mr. Justice Kennedy, referring to cases in which 
accused people had been in prison for several months waiting trial, said 
great injustice was often done in this respect, and bail should be granted 
unless a strong reason could be shewn against it. 


Tn summing up in an action brought against the London Road Car Co. 
(Limited) for damages, Mr. Justice Jelf warned the jurymen against the 
practice of reaching a verdict by compromise. If one of them was of 


opinion that the company was not liable and another that it was a case for 

foe damages, on not settle the matter by awarding small damages. 
uch a practice, if resorted to by juries, would be disastrous to th 

administration of justice. 4 








Cases of the Week. 


Court of Appeal. 


Re 8STUCLEY. STUCLEY v. KEKEWICH. 
2nd, 3rd, 6th, 7th, and 8th Nov. 


VENDOR AND PurcnaseR—ASSIGNMENT OF PrrsonaLty —REVERSIONARY 
IntErEst — Unrarp Purcuase-MoNeyY — Venpor’s LizN — InTErgst— 
Srature oF LimiratTions. 


This was an appeal from a decision of Farwell, J. The plaintiff in the 
action, Edward Arthur George Stucley, is one of the two surviving sons of 
the late Sir George Stucley and Lady Elizabeth Stucley, the other being 
the present baronet, Sir William Lewis Stucley, one of the defendants. Ip 
1873 the plaintiff, who was then at Cambridge, became involved in financial 
difficulties, and for the purpose of raising money mortgaged certain rever. 
sionary interests under his parents’ marriage settlements and his mother’s 
will. With the view of freeing the plaintiff from these difficulties and 
disincumbering the reversionary interests and of preventing him at tho 
same time from incumbering them in the future, the father, Sir George 
Stucley, in January, 1874, paid off the whole of the plaintiff's liabilities, 
and the said mortgages were transferred to the father, and it 
was declared that the mortgaged premises should thenceforth stand 
charged in his favour with the amount paid to liquidate the plain- 
tiff’s debts. At the same time the plaintiff executed a deed, dated 
the 3lst of January, 1874, assigning to his father a reversionary legacy of 
£5,000, to which he was entitled under his mother’s will, subject to his 
father’s prior life interest for the sum of £1,500, as therein expressed, but 
no sum of money was then or thereafter actually paid to the plaintiff 
under this deed. At the date of that deed the father was in the position of 
sole trustee of the legacy of £5,000, the fund representing it being in his 
legal control. Immediately after these transactions the plaintiff went to 
Australia, where he remained until his father’s death in March, 1900. He 
now claimed that the deed of assignment of the legacy of £5,000 should be 
declared void on the ground that it was never intended to be an absolute 
assignment for valuable consideration, but constituted, with the other 
documents, a single transaction, the sole object of which, as between 
his father and himself, was that his debts should be paid, his father 
taking security for the money to be so expeuded, and that it should be put 
out of the plaintiff’s power further to incumber his various reversionary 
interests. The plaintiff claimed alternatively a declaration that he was 
entitled to a lien on the fund representing the £5,000 for the £1,500 as 
unpaid purchase-money. The defendants, as respectively trustees and 
executors of Sir George Stucley, and Sir Lewis Stucley, his eldest son, 
defended the validity of the deed. The question was whether the 
transaction should, in the circumstances, be treated as one of mortgage 
only. At the conclusion of the arguments before Farwell, J., on the 4th 
of November, 1904, his lordship reserved judgment, in order that the parties 
might, if possible, arrive at some amicable settlement. This, however, 
was not done, and on the 14th of February last his lordship delivered 
his judgment, dismissing the action with costs. In the course of his judg- 
ment his lordship found as a fact thatthe father took the assignment in 
consideration of the £1,500, though his lordship had no sort of doubt that 
the sum was not taken as cash and was never intended to be, the very last 
thing that.the parties intended at that time being to trust this young man 
with 1,500 sovereigns ; but by some blunder or oversight they did not treat 
the assignment, as it was intended to be treated, as a payment of a claim 
due to the father. Accordingly the principal sum due oo tie father from 
the son must be reduced by that £1,500. Further than that his lordship 
did not see that the plaintiff was entitled to any relief at all, and he 
therefore dismissed the action with costs. From that decision the plaintiff 
appealed. 

Tue Court (VavcHan Wiss, Srreuine, and Cozens-Haxpy, L.JJ.) 
dismissed the main appeal, but allowed the claim for a lien in respect of 
unpaid purchase-money. 

Vaueuan Witurams, L.J.—Although Farwell, J., dismissed this action, 
he did not expressly deal in his judgment with the plaintiff's claim fora 
declaration of lien in his favour as an unpaid vendor, I agree with the 
findings of fact of the learned judge, and with his conclusion in respect of 
the other claims. It was admitted that, as cash, the £1,500 —the receipt 
of which is acknowledged by the receipt indorsed on the deed—had never 
been paid, and Farwell, J., in his judgment took this view. The 
question, therefore, arises whether the plaintiff is not entitled, as 
unpaid vendor, to the declaration of lien that he claims on this rever- 
sionary legacy which was assigned by him to his father, and which 
continued reversionary down to the death of his father. Two arguments 
have been urged against this claim. One is that the doctrine of the 
lien of an unpaid vendor does not apply to a sale of personal property. 
The other is that although the expression is frequently used that equity 
gives the unpaid vendor “‘ an interest’’ in the subject-matter of the sale 
the extent of the purchase-money owing to him, yet that expression is 
merely figurative, and the unpaid vendor is not entitled to all the remedies 
which accrue to the owner of an express charge to enforce payment on the 
reversionary legacy of the sum charged and interest. ‘With regard to the first 
point, Davies v. Thomas (49 W. R. 68 ; 1900, 2 Ch, 462) isa sufficient authority 
that the vendor's lien for unpaid purchase-money extends to personal 
property. In that case the principle of a vendor's lien for unpaid purchase- 
money was held applicable to the sale of a share of the proceeds of a saleot 
leaseholds directed by the will of a testator under a trust for conversion, 
Lord Alverstone there said: ‘ But even if the thing sold had been simply 
a claim to receive a share of the money arising from the realization of the 
leaseholds, I think the unpaid vendor would have been entitled to a lie 


No. 2. 





—=>= —S 















being ol 
authoriti 
a sale © 
3&4 W 
case of 

the case 
does the 
of Limit 
in the | 
(38 W. 
vendor 

matter « 
and I h 
for enfc 
Limitati 
the time 
ment, tl 
against 
£1,500 v 
the assi; 
toa sub 
the larg 
circums' 
directin; 


entitle 


geRaPEaE Fe 





1905. 


VERSION ARY 
INTEREST — 


tiff in the 
ing sons of 
ther being 
idants, Ip 
in financial] 
‘tain rever. 
is mother’s 
sulties and 
1im at the 
Sir George 


legacy of 
ect to hig 
essed, but 
> plaintiff 
20sition of 
sing in his 
ff went to 
(900. He 
should be 
n absolute 
the other 
} between 
1is father 
ild be put 
ersionary 
it he was 
£1,500 as 
itees and 
dest son, 
sther the 
mortgage 
| the 4th 
ne parties 
however, 
delivered 
1is judg- 
nment in 
ubt that 
very last 
ung man 
not treat 
a claim 
her from 
lordship 

, and he 
plaintiff 


, LJ.) 
spect of 


3 action, 
im fora 
with the 
spect of 
| receipt 
id. never 
The 
led, as 
; rever- 
which 
‘uments 
of the 
‘operty. 
; equity 
sale to 
sion is 
-medies 
on the 
he first 
thority 
ersonal 
rchase- 
saleof 
aa 
simply 
of the 
a lien 












THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL. 


[Vol. 50.] 59 








=— 
the share which he sold.’’ That case ap to be an express 
authority that a vendor's lien for unpaid purchase-money extends to 
nal property. As to the second point, the case of Rose v. Watson (12 
w. R. 585, 10 H. L. Cas. 672) shews that the lien extends uot only to 
principal money but to interest from the time that the equitable liens 
comesinto existence, and Munns v. Isle of Wight Railway Co. (18 W. R. 781, 
50h. App. 414) shews that the right which the owner of an express charge 
sto have his charge raised by sale or mortgage of the property 
charged extends to a lien arising under general principles of equity such 
asa vendor’s lien. Now, in the present case there is a claim by an unpaid 
yendor for a declaration of lien for the | pan tore of enforcing the undoubted 
interest which he has to have his unpaid purchase-money paid out of the 
subject-matter of the assignment in question. It was suggested that, 
although he may have a lien which he can enforce and enforce by obtain- 
ing an order of the court for a sale or mortgage, yet that does not extend 
to payment of interest for the whole period since the date on which 
the purchase-money ought to have been paid. It was con- 
tended that the right to interest can only be enforced with 
to arrears of interest for which an action could be brought without 
being obnoxious to the Statute of Limitations. Im my opinion the 
authorities clearly show that this is not so. Of course in the case of 
a sale or purchase of land the express provision of section 42 of 
3&4 Will. 4, c. 27 applies; but that section has no application to a 
case of personalty, and- in my opinion the authorities shew that in 
the case of personal property, the subject-matter of a sale, not only 
does the Statute 3 & 4 Will. 4, c. 27 not apply, but there is no Statute 
of Limitations which has any application at all. This is recognized 
in the cases of Smith v. Hill (9 Ch. D. 143), Mellersh v. Brown 
(38 W. R. 732, 45 Ch. D. 225). Now if it is true that the unpaid 
vendor has this equitable lien on the personal property, the subject- 
matter of the sale, for his unpaid purchase-money, and if it is true— 
and I have already said that in my opinion it is true—that the remedy 
for enforcing that lien is the same as where there is no Statute of 
Limitations which prevents the recovery of the whole of the interest from 
the time that the purchase-money ought to have been paid.- In my judg- 
ment, the result is that the plaintiff is entitled to enforce his remedies 
against the fund representing the reversionary legacy for obtaining the 
£1,500 unpaid purchase-money, together with an interest from the date of 
the assignment, which interest will be at 4 per cent. The result is that 
toa substantial extent the plaintiff has succeeded in this action, though 
the largest part of his claim is a claim in which he has failed. In the 
circumstances it seems to me that justice will be best done in this case by 
directing that there shall be no costs either below or on appeal. 
Srxtinc and Cozens-Haxrpy, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the same 
effect.—Counsg., Jenkins, K.C., and George Lawrence; Upjohn, K.C., and 
Vaughan Hawkins. Soxticrrors, Witham, Roskell, Munster, ¢ Weld; Moon, 


Gilks, § Moon. 
[Reported by J. I. Srrrurye, Eeq., Barrister-at-Law. ] 





High Court—Cnhancery Division. 


Re IMRAY (DECEASED). HUNWICK v. CHAPMAN. Joyce, J. 
21st Nov. 


Bankruptcy—Powrer of APpPOINTMENT—APPOINTMENT BY BANnKRUPT’sS 
Wu.t—Drirecrion tro Pay Att Orner Dents Ow1ne at His Deatax— 
Assers—Crepiror Svunsequent TO Recervinc @RpER—LIABILITY oF 
ArpornteD Fcunp ror Dests—Banxrurtoy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vicr. c. 
52), ss. 9, 30. 


Adjourned summons. The testator, William Imray, died on the 10th of 
July, 1904, having executed his will on the 5th of February, 1901, of 
which probate was duly granted. By his will he bequeathed the whole of 
his properties real and personal whatsoever, or any properties or moneys 
that might be due or owing to him at his demise, to his four children 
equally for their sole use, benefit, and disposal, after paying executors all 
testamentary, burial, and other necessary expenses incurred by his death 
and all other debts owing by him at his decease. The testator 
left his four children named in the will as residuary legatees surviving him. 
The testator was adjudicated a bankrupt in 1885, fo. at the date of his 
death had not applied for or obtained his discharge. According to the 
statement of affairs the debts incurred prior to the bankruptcy amounted 
toover £709, and debts amounting to over £244 had been proved; no 
dividend had been declared in respect of such debts. At the time of his 
death the testator was indebted in a sum of £384 in respect of a debt 
Incurred by the testator since the date of the receiving order and not 
Provable in the bankruptcy. After the death of the testator it was 
ascertained that he was entitled toa sum of £298 under the will of his 
grandfather, and also that under a deed-poll dated the 9th of March, 1900, 
made by the mother of the deceased in exercise of the power of appoint- 
ment given to her by her marriage settlement, the deceased me 
tntitled, subject to certain trusts, to one-sixth of the trust funds comprised 
the marriage settlement of his mother, but he was to receive only the 
jeome of his share during his life or until the expiration of twenty-one 
years from the death of his mother, but in case he died before the 
&xpiration of the period of twenty-one years his share was to be 
held in trust for such person or persons as he should by will appoint. 
The mother of the testator died in November, 1900, and the share which 

e entitled to amounted to £793, which sum had been handed 
over to the trustee in bankruptcy of the testator. This summons was 
out by one of the executors of the testator to determine what was 

'meaning of the direction in the will as to payment of debts before 

& the estate among the testator's children, and whether debts 











proved for in bankruptcy of the testator were debts payable out of the 
aS fund. It was conceded that the debts incurred by the testator 
since his bankruptcy were payable out of the appointed fund. For the 
trustee in bankruptcy it was argued that the testator had, by exercising 
the power of appointment, made the fund assets for payment of his debts. 
Under section 9 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, a debt provable in be ak- 
ruptcy was not discharged, but only the right of the creditor to bring his 
action was suspended. The debt was only put an end to when the debtor 
obtained his discharge under section 30. The particular trusts of the will 
distinguished the present case from Re Guedalla (1905, 2 Ch. 331). Beyfus 
v. Lawley (1903, A. C. 411) was also cited. For the children, who were 
residuary legatees, it was contended that the direction given in the will to 
pay all the other debts owed by the testator at his decease was nothing 
more than the usual clause in a will that executors should pay the debts 
of the testator, and it was well settled that such a direction would not 
justify an executor in paying a statute-barred debt. Re Guedalla was 
decided upon the footing that the appointment of the fund made it assets 
for payment of the debts of the testator, but not for payment of the 
creditors in the bankruptcy, whose position was almost analogous to that 
of a statute-barred debt. 

Joyce, J., said that he had no doubt that the testator when he made his 
will had not the slightest intention of providing for the creditors in his 
bankruptcy, but what he had to find out was not what the intention of the 
testator might be, but what was the inten'ion as expressed in the will. 
The testator had inserted in his will a clause providing for payment to his 
executors of all testamentary, burial, and other necesssry expenses in- 
curred by his death and all other debts owing by him at his decease. This 
clause was entirely unnecessary as regards the testamentary debts, and it 
was sufficient for him to say, having regard to the arguments addressed _ to 
him and to the provisions of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, that the debts 
provable in bankruptcy were due by the testator and were strictly those 
owing at the date of his death as he had not obtained his discharge, and 
that therefore the will provided for the payment of those debts.—CovnseEL, 
A. Cairns; J. G. Wood; T. R. Hughes, KC., and W. 8S. Sherrington; 
R. Younger, K.C., and Greenland. Soutcrrors, Frank Stuttaford; Tarry, 
Sherlock, § King; Barnett § Shirer; H. 8. Harris § Co. 

[Reported by R. Frayxurs Srussixe, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. | 


Re CHILDE AND HODGSON’S CONTRACT. Warrington, J. ist Nov. 


Venpor AND Purcnaser—Conrract ror SaLe or Freenotp Properry— 
Unpisctosep Derecr— Unpercrounp Gorr or WATERCOURSE — 
Constructive Notice—Rescission or ConTRACT—VENDOR AND PuRCHASER 
Act, 1874 (37 & 38 Vicr. c. 78). 

This was a purchasers’ summons under the Vendor and Parchaser Act, 
1874, asking for rescission of a contract for the sale of freehold property 
on the ground that the vendors had not shewn a good title to the premises 
agreed to be sold by reason of the non-disclosure at the time of 
the contract of a material defect in the premises. The material facts were 
as follows: By an agreement in writing dated the 5th of July, 1904, 
the vendors, who were the receivers and managers appointed by the court 
for the debenture-holders in the Empire Boiler and Engineering Co. 
(Limited), agreed to sell to the purchasers certain freehold property at 
Ovenden, near Halifax, consisting of a factory and other buildings, known 
asthe Empire Boiler Works. By ph 9 of the contract of sale it 
was provided, inter alia, as follows: ‘‘ The property is sold subject to all 
easements affecting the same, and also subject to, and with the benefit of, 
the covenants, conditions, restrictions, and stipulations contained or 
referred to in and by an indenture of conveyance dated the 2st of 
December, 1899.”” By the indenture of 1899 the land in question was 
conveyed, subject, inter alia, to any right of drainage or easement over or 
on the same which might then be existing, and subject also to the condi- 
tions of two indentures of 1893 and 1898. he indenture of 1898 
disclosed the existence of a goit, shewn on the plan thereto, running 
through the land, and also the right of certain other parties 
to the uninterrupted flow and supply of water through the said goit, and 
the enjoyment of the same, subject to certain powers of diversion by other 
parties. The goit or watercourse consisted of a walled conduit about two 
feet square passing about nine or ten feet below the floor of one of the 
buildings erected upon the premises, and a few inches below the floor of 
another building. The purchasers contended that although the land was 
sold subject to all easements the same, a goit or watercourse con- 
sisting of a walled conduit was rather in the nature of an exception 
from the freehold itself than of an easement proper. Farther, 
the inferential notice of the deed of 1898 given by paragraph 9 
was too remote to constitute constructive notice of the contents of 
that deed. Notice of a deed did not in all cases constitute notice 
of the contents of such deed, and generally in the case of such a material 
defect as the present one the onus was upon the vendors to disclose it 
plainly and fairly at the time when the contract was entered into. Re 
White and Smith's Contract (40 Soxrcrrors’ Jovenat 373 ; 1896, 1 Ch. 637) 
and Molyneux v. Hawtrey (52 W. R. 23; 1903, 2 K. B. 487, C.A.) were 
cited in support of this contention. The respondents were not called 
upon. 

Warrinoron, J.—In this case the purchasers of certain freehold 
property are asking for rescission of the contract by reason of a material 
defect in the property of which they were not aware at the time when the 
contract was entered into. The question for me to determine is one of law 
arising upon the construction of the contract, and the material stipulations 
are contained in ph 9 of the contract. Now, the deed of 1898, which 
is disclosed on reference to the deed of 1899 mentioned in paragraph 9, was 
in fact a deed of compromise between the parties to the deed with — 
certain estate of which the land now in dispute, which is known as lot 31, 
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forms part. Upon the plan accompanying the deed this lot 31 is shewn as 
haying a goit or underground watercourse running through it; not only 
this, but a stipulation in the deed itself refers directly to the goit shewn 
on the plan in lots 30 and 31. Nowif the purchasers had looked at the 
deed of 1899 they would have found that they purchased subject 
to the conditions of the deed of 1898, and had they looked 
at the latter they would have found that they could only 
interfere with the goit subject to Todd’s rights, and the plan 
would shew that the goit ran through lots 30 and 31. The purchasers 
have cited two cases both of which relate to leaseholds, and the point in each 
case is that, though fhe purchaser knows he is purchasing leaseholds, that 
fact does not give him notice of special onerous covenants, but that it is 
the duty of the vendor to disclose them if they exist. Now in this case we 
are not dealing with leasehold land, but with freehold land. In Re White and 
Smith's Contraet (at pp. 641, 642), Stirling, J., thus sums up the law: ‘‘In 
my opinion it is prima facie the duty of the vendor to disclose 
all that is necessary to protect himself, and not the duty of the purchaser 
to make inquiry before entering into a contract the circumstances 
under which a purchaser without actual knowledge of a state of facts 
ought to be held to have constructive notice of it have been recently con- 
sidered by the Court of Appeal in Bailey v. Barnes (38 Soticrrors’ JouRNAL 
9; 1894, 1 Ch, 25), where the law as laid down by Lord Cranworth 
in Ware v. Lord Egmont (3 W. R. 48, 4 De G. M. & G. 460) was 
adopted. One test according to what is there laid down appears to 
be whether inquiry ought to have been made as a matter of prudence 
having regard to what is usually done by men of business under similar 
circumstances.’’ The question, then, for me to decide is, ought the pur- 
chaser, as a matter of prudence in the ordinary course of business, to have 
inquired into this deed of 1899? and if that is so, what ought he to have 
discovered by that inquiry? Now paragraph 9 of the contract says, 
** Subject to the covenants, conditions, restrictions, and stipula- 
tions contained or referred to in and by ’’ the deed of 1899; is it possible 
to say, in the face of that, that it would not be prudent for the purchaser 
to look at the deed of 1899? Assuming that is so, would it be prudent not 
to look at the deed of 1898, which is clearly referred to in the deed of 
1899? It seems to me quite hopeless to say he should not, as a matter of 
prudence, have looked at the deed of 1898. Therefore I arrive at the 
conclusion that as a matter of prudence he should have looked at the deed 
of 1898, and had he done so he would have had notice of the goit. This 
summons therefore fails. — Counset, Rowden, K.C., and J. G. Wood; 
Norton, K.C., and Abraham. Souicrtons, Nussey § Fellowes, for Vint, 
Parkinson, § Co, Bradford; Bridges, Sawtell, ¢ Co., for William Postel- 
thwaite, Leeds. 
[Reported by E. Wave t Rivazs, Esq., Barrister-at-Law |] 


Bankruptcy Case. 

Re EALES. £x parte STEEL, Bigham and Walton, JJ. 20th Nov. 
Baxxevrtcy—Prorerry or Banxrurt—Bmt or SALE—APPARENT Pos- 

session—Banxevrtcy Act, 1883 (46 & 47 Vict. c. 52), s. 44—BiL1s or 

Sate Acr, 1878 (41 & 42 Vicr. c. 31), s. 8. 

Appeal against a decision of the county court judge at Cheltenham. 
The bankrupt had kept a boarding-house for the accommodation of pupils 
attending a ladies’ college at Cheltenham. Between March, 1901, and 
October, 1903, she borrowed the sums of £63, £500, and £275, from the 
respondent, a former pupil. Early in 1904 the respondent, being about to 
marry, desired to have the money repaid. The bankrupt had practically 
nothing but her furniture. The debt, with interest, seems to have been 
agreed at £900, but beyond that no definite arrangement had been come 
to till the 26th of Febraary, 1904, when the two ladies went to see a 
solicitor, and four documents were drawn up and signed—namely, a 
receipt by the bankrupt for £900, agreed price of the furniture, coupled 
with an imventory; an agreement by which the respondent let and the 
bankrupt hired the furniture at £40 a year; a release of the debt of 
£900 executed by the respondent, and a letter written by the respondent 
to the bankrupt giving her the right to repurchase the furniture for £900. 
On the same day the respondent wrote to the bankrupt’s housekeeper 
authorizing her to take possession of the furniture on her (the respon- 
dent's) behslf. On the 29th of February the bankrupt handed a chair 
to the housekeeper in the name of the whole; the housekeeper took delivery 
ot it on behalf of the respondent, but later on in the day handed it back to 
the bankrupt on the terms of the hiring agreement. In March, 1905, the 
sheriff seized the goods of the bankrupt in execution for a debt, and was 
still in possession when, on the 17th of April, she filed her petition and was 
adjudged bankrupt. ‘Ihe trustee in bankruptcy claimed the furniture as 
part of the property of the bankrupt divisible among her creditors, and 
moved to set aside the transaction whereby it wae transferred to the 
respondent, as void under the Bills of Sale Acts, and on other grounds, 
The county court judge found as a fact that prior to the execution of the 
documents dated the 26th of February, 1904, there had been a completed 
oral sale and oral hiring agreement, and that the documents were not 
pry d to the respondent's title. Coneequently the respondent had a 
good title quite apart from the documents, and it was immaterial whether 
a were in the nature of bills of sale or not. The trustee appealed. 

Tux Covur (Bicnam and Waxronx, JJ.) were of opinion that the 
evidence was not sufficient to justify the finding that there had been an 
oral sale and hiring prior to the execution of the documents in the case, but 
they upheld the judgment upon the ground that the documents, as they 
wiped out the loan, did not constitute a bill of sale by way of security, 
but an absolute bill of sale which could on! y be avoided if the 
tained therein had been in the apparent possession of the grantor at the 








time when she filed her petition (section 8 of the Bills of Sale Act, 1878), 
At that date however, they were in the possession, or apparent possession, 
of the sheriff, and therefore, as held in Fx parte Saffery, Re Brenner (2% 
W.R. 749, 16 Ch. D. 669), were not in the apparent possession of the 
grantor. Appeal dismissed.—Counset, H. Maddocks ; Hansell, Soxicrrons, 
R. G. Steel, Cheltenham ; W. B. Blair § Girling. 





Law Societies. 


United Law Society. 


Nov. 21.—Mr. W. A. Jolly moved : ** That the decision of the Court of 
Appeal in Longman v. Bath Electric Tramways (1905, 1 Ch. 646) was wrong.” 
Mr. Richardson opposed. After a prolonged debate there voted, for the 
motion four, against nine. 








Law Students’ Journal. 


Calls to the Bar. 


The following gentlemen were called to the bar on the 17th inst. :— 

Lrxcoin’s-1nn.— H. A. Hind, King’s Coll., Camb. ; J. T. Halm; J. F, 
Boston; F. J. Mathew; H. P. Duval, Caius Ooll., Camb., B.A., LL.B. 

Inner Tempte.—Ramanathan Rajendra; Hon. D. O’Brien, M.A,, 
Oxford; A. Cecil, M.A., Oxford; J. Q. Henriques, B.A., Oxford ; A. Cross, 
Oxford ; A. Coburn, B.A., Oxford; L. 8. Fletcher, B.A., Oxford; W. E. 
Bousfield, B.A., Camb. ; E. Jacomb, B.A., Oxford, and Bachelier en droit, 
Paris; A. H. L. Richter, B.A., LL.B., Camb.; N. P. Adams, B.A,, 
Camb. ; T. Simpson, B.A., Camb. ; V. M. Fernando, B.A , Oxford ; 0. F, 
Dowson, B.A., Oxford; M. 8. Saldanha, B.A., Madras; G. L. Hardy; J, 
Hartnoll, B.A., Oxford; W. Allen, Camb.; J. G. O. Thomson, B.A,, 
Camb. ; Sadashiva Ramkrishna Pandit, Camb.; T.N. P. Palmer, B.A., 
LL.B., Camb.; F. W. H. Weaver, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; J. E. C. Fiitch, 
B.A., Camb.; H. E. Smith, B.A., Camb.; R. F. P. Philipson-Stow, 
Oxford; A. H. Woolf, M.A., London; R. C. L. Montgomerie; E, E. G, 
Williams; N. Cockshutt; and A. 8. Preston, LL.B., London. 

Mippte Temptz.—G. le M. Gruchy, B.A., Wadham OColl., Oxford; 
Piroze Kershasp, B.A., Bombay Univ., of the India Civil Service; H. F. 
King; L. L. Rostron; J. G. V. van Soelen, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; A. E. 8, 
Wynell-Mayow ; B. W. Adkin; J. H. H. Manley, M.A., M.D., Camb., 
M.R.C.8., D.P.H.; O. R. Walker, B.A., LL.B., Camb. ; J. T. N. Cole; 
G. Royle, F.R.G.S.; C. E. M. Dillon; J. E. Jarvis; R. A. Reith; H. D. 
King; G. A. W. Booth, B.A., Oxford; G. C. Dyke; Profulla Ranjan 
Das; L. Ll. Roberts, BA., Oxford; J. G. Colclough, barrister, King’s 
Inns, Dublin, B.A., Laval Univ., Quebec; Sam Hall; V. J. O'Neill, 
barrister-at-law, Ireland, B.A., Trin. Coll., Dublin; T. R. Harker; and 
G. C. Rees. 

Gray’s-1nn.—G. H. Mould, holder of certificate of honour of the Council 
of Legal Education, Michaelmas, 1905 ; Charu Chandra Dis; T, H. Fry; 
A. H. Rix, B.A., Cambridge; Shanker Babaji Changan; L. J. Counsel; 
D. Thomas; Syed Asghar Husain; J. L. H. W. Savary, prizeman in 
evidence, procedure and criminal law, Council of Legal Education, Easter, 
1904; Den Richard Alexander Perera Sriwardana; F. Buckley, B.A. 
Oxford, prizeman in constitutional law and legal history, Council of L 
Education, Michaelmas, 1904; L. U. F. Sealy, B.A., LL.B., Cambridge ; 
F. B. J. Sharp; H. A. Lane, M.R.C.8., L.R.O.P., London, D.P.H,, 
Cambridge; E. P. Walsh; R. Peach; A. Alexander. 





Law Students’ Societies. 


Law Srupents’ Desatine Socrery.—Nov. 14.—The subject for discussion 
was: ‘* That the case of Cavalier v. Pope (74 L. J. K. B. 857) was wrongly 
decided.’’ Mr. Hugh Rendell opened in the affirmative, Mr. H.G. Waterson 
opened in the negative; Mr. W. M. Pleadwell seconded in the affirmative, 
Mr. E. Hepburn seconded in the negative. The following members also 
spoke : Messrs. Gottlieb and Croom Johnson. Mr. Rendell replied. [The 
decision is not stated, } 


Nov. 21.—The subject for discussion was: ‘‘That the appointment by 
Act of Parliament of a Public Trustee would be unnecessary and contrary 
to public interest.”” Mr. P. B. Henderson opened in the affirmative ; Mr. 
J. G. C. Adams opened in the negative. The following members also 
spoke: Messrs. Pleadwell, H. N. Myers, Dewey, Foss, Smith, Croom 
Johnson, Dollman, and Birch. The motion was carried by ten votes. 








The Bohemian Concert given by the Solicitors’ Managing Wlerks’ 
Association on Tuesday last passed off very successfully, although Mr, 
Justice Bargrave Deane was unable to be present owing to another 
engagement, All the artistes appeared, and some of them, notably Miss 
Margaret Cooper and Mr. Will Edwards, received encores. The chairman, 
in moving a vote of thanks to the guests for their presence, and the 
artistes for their songs, &c., briefly alluded to the status and position of 
managing clerks, Mr. Radcliffe replied, and pointed out that the 
solicitors’ managing clerks were a very useful body of men in the 


goods con- | profession, and were of great assistance to counsel in getting up thelr 
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Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Joserx Smirx, berrister-at-law, has been appointed Stipendiary 
sa ode County Borough of Grimsby. Mr. Smith was called to 
the bar in : 





Changes in Partnerships. 


Dissolutions. 


Gwmim In1ip Toomas and Rowianp Epwarp Gnrrirriras, - solicitors, 
Merthyr Tydfil, Glam. Sept. 29. The said Rowland Edward Griffiths will 
in future practise at Milbourne-chambers, Merthyr Tydfil, aforesaid, under 
the style of Griffiths & Thomas. 

ALFRED Taytor, Lzeonarp Maurice Parkin, and Rosert Carrs, 
solicitors (Taylor, Parkin, & Capes), Doncaster and Epworth. Nov. 5. 
As far as concerns the said Leonard Maurice Parkin, who retires from the 
firm ; the business will be carried on in the future by the said Alfred 
Taylor and Robert Capes, under the style or firm of Taylor & Capes, late 
Taylor, Parkin, & Capes. [ Gazette, Nov. 17. 

Henry Nichoias Corsetiis, Henry Mossor, and Gzorcr Francis 
Berney, solicitors (Corsellis, Mossop, & Berney), Wandsworth, Wimble- 
don, Balham, and 11, Lincoln’s-inn-fields. Nov. 18. In future the 
businesses at Wandsworth, Wimbledon, and Balham will be carried on by 
Mr. Henry Nicholas Corsellis and Mr. George Francis Berney, and the 
— at 11, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C., will be carried on by Mr. Henry 

ossop. 

Joseph Seymour Price and Artuur Hven Apcock, solicitors 
(Seymour Price & Adcock), Birmingham and Sutton Coldfield. Oct. 31. 


Tuomas Witts and Ernest Jonn Wuire, solicitors (Wills & White 
Bath and Trowbridge. Nov. 11. : t Gontte, Nov 31. 





Information Required. 


Mrs. Louisa Carotine Manern, commonly known as Louisa Mangi 
late of Weymouth, deceased.— Anyone having in their sedhoniion’ a 
having at any time made a Will, codicil, or testamentary disposition of or 
for this lady is requested to communicate with Messrs. Cunliffes & Daven- 
port, of 48, Chancery-lane, London, W.O., solicitors, or to W. P. de Gex 
of 72, St. Thomas-street, Weymouth, solicitor. f 

Watrer Encuanp, late of 28, Crowstones, Buxton, and formerly of 6, 
Rosslyn-terrace, Walmer, Tooting-common, London, and Tooting, 

Stagsdene,’’ Headley, Hants, and Horn-lane, Maidstone, Kent, 
deceased.—Any solicitor who prepared or holds a Will of the deceased is 
requested to communicate with Webster, Pennell, & Webster, 3, Cook- 
street, Liverpool, solicitors for deceased’s estate. : 





General. 


The gentleman who inserted the following advertisement in a 
Wimbledon newspaper displays, says the Evening @Standard, an anxiety 
to fulfil his obligations that must be embarrassing to his landlord: 

Wanted, 10,000 cockroaches and other insects by a tenant who agreed to 
“he his present residence in the same condition as it was when he took 


A witness in a case exciting great interest in the City, says the Evening 
Standard, would not admit something the opposing counsel was anxious he 
should acknowledge, ‘‘ But,’’ said the counsel, who is a K.C. and M.P., 

I have documentary evidence to prove it. You know I don’t want youto 
take everything I say as true.” ‘‘Shouldn’t think of making such a 
mistake,’ the witness replied, and laughter rippled through the court. 


a Thursday, says the Daily Graphic, a veteran of the Law Courts, Mr. 
harles Callow, retired on a pension. He had been for over fifty-ofe 
= in the service of the courts, and he held the proud poritions of 
: miralty Marshal, Sergeant-at-Mace, and Chief Clerk in the Admiralty 

egistry. Mr, Callow, who is seventy years old, is as well known in the 
World of athletics as in the paths of justice. He has established a record 
. an amateur athlete ; for over half a century he has been a faithful 
— of the walking path, and has in his time won many honours. 
— he was sixty-one years of age he walked from London to Brighton, 

ng eleven and a-half hours on the journey. 


Which is the public school with the greatest number of “old boys” 
won the bench ? asks a writer in the Globe. The writer of an article inthe 
mg Magazine "’ on ‘‘ Great Men and Great Schools ’’ includes Lord 
a Vaughan Williams, Mr. Justice Bucknill, and Mr. Justice 

Mimore among famous Westminster men, and gives the names of no 
aw ow two judges in any other list There is, however, more than one 
8 that can challenge the right of Westminster to be regarded as the 

° that has produced the greatest number of judges. Eton, Harrow, 
ret ugby can each claim as many as Westminster, Eton is represented 

, t. Justice Kekewich, Mr, Justice Kennedy, and Mr, Justice Jelf; 
= wW by Mr. Justice Channell, Mr. Justice Ridley, and Mr, Justice 
W wi Rugby by Lord Davey, Mr. Justice Farwell, and Mr. Justice 
i ton. Charterhouse can claim the Lord Chief Justice; the 
Sey ut Taylors’ School includes Mr. Justice Buckley among its 

ties ; and Winchester has Mr. Justice Bargrave Deane. 








at Lewes on Wednesday, says the Times, 
to the Inebriates Act, 1 (63 & 64 Vict. 
c. 28), which had, he said, been passed owing to the necessity of restrain- 
ing habitual drunkards from obtaining drink. Man i s did not 
like the idea of sending a man or woman to an inebriates’ home for *hree 
years, and were, therefore, in the habit of making orders varying from 
nine months to two years. Such orders were absolutely useless, as the 
‘* patients ’’ were only temporarily cured. It had been found by experi- 
ence that a permanent cure could not be obtained under three years, for 
under that period the system could not be purified from the craving for 
drink. When he was holding the assizes recently in the county of Essex, 
he bad occasion to visit and to inspect the Essex Industrial Home. Some- 
what to his surprise he found that a number of lads came from Hastings. 
Why the county of Sussex did not possess such an institution of its own 
he could not understand. The result was that a number of useful work- 
men were lost to that county. They migrated to Yorkshire and Norfolk, 
as they found the wages of Essex insufficient. 

It appears from the report of the Local Government Board for 1904-5, 
which has just been published, that, as regards pauperism, the average rate 
for the whole country being 26 per thousand, Hereford and Dorset shew 
over 40, while the West Riding and Middlesex have only 19 apiece. 
London, which used to be far less pauperized than the kingdom generally, 
is now much more 80, with a figure of 32. It is suggested by the Times 
that this is partly to be accounted for by the fact that, as in Defoe’s time, 
London is the ‘‘ common sink ’’ into which the needy and the degenerate 
of all kinds are poured; that the special methods intended to assist 
unemployed Londoners are apt to attract the unemployable from distant 
parts ; and that the Poor Law infirmaries have the reputation of being so 
comfortable that many sick patients come up from the country in order to 
qualify for admission to them by residence for a day or a week. Perhaps 
the increase is also due to a wave of what opponents call socialism and 
supporters call democracy, which seems to have for its aim the widest 
possible extension of out-relief, without the imposition of the disabilites 
which experience has shewn to be a necessary safeguard. 


At the Manchester County Court, on the 17th inst., says the Times, bis 
Honour Judge Parry heard an action brought by the Canning Town 
branch of the Operative Plumbers to restrain their executive committee 
from applying any portion of the branch’s funds to Parliamentary pur- 
poses. Mr. Adshead Elliott was for the plaintiffs, and Mr. Acton for 
the defendants. Mr. Elliott pointed out that by the Trades Unions Act, 
1871, the ‘‘ whole of the objects for which the trades union was estab- 
lished and the purposes for which the funds thereof shall be applicable ” 
must be set forth. In the rules there was nothing authorizing the execu- 
tive committee to vote any portion of the funds for Parliamentary purposes, 
yet the sum of £3 1s. of the funds of the Canning Town Lodge had been 
voted by the executive to the Labour Representation Committee for Par- 
liamentary purposes. The plaintiffs asked for a declaration that this 
payment was illegal. Mr. Acton said the defendants admitted that the 
appropriation of the £3 1s. was ulird vires. Toe view taken was that, so 
long as there was no rule which expressly authorized the devotion of a 
portion of the union’s funds to this purpose, it could not be legally done in 
the face of opposition. His Honour granted the iojunction asked for by 
consent, with costs against the defendants, until such time as they admitted 


they were wrong. 

In addressing a meeting of the Royal Courts of Justice Legal Temper- 
ance Society, held on the 14th inst., under the presidency of Mr. Muir 
Mackenzie (official referee), Master Archibald, referring to his experience 
as a judge’s marshal on every circuit in England, and to his later experi- 
ence in other capacities, said that most of the crimes of violence and many 
other crimes were due directly or indirectly to intemperance. He went on 
to ask why there were a million paupers in so wealthy a country. Some 
persons, he said attributed it to foreign tariffs, others to an undue 
increase in wages demanded by trades unions. But he believed that there 
was a much deeper cause, and that intoxicating drink was at the bottom 
of the whole question. He illustrated this by pointing out that the nation 
got neither health nor wealth from the 170 millions sterling spent on 
driuk, whereas the million and a-half spent on building the Law Courts 
had left a substantial addition to the accumulated wealth of the country in 
the shape of the great building in the Strand, besides having employed an 
army of workmen. ‘The number of persons employed in the manufacture 
and sale of drink was less than that employed in most other trades in pro- 
portion to the takings, whilst the results of the sales were, in the opinion 
of doctors of the highest eminence, far otherwise than beneficial ; and he 
drew the conclusion that if the drink bill could be cut in half, and that 
half spent in other trades, the problem of the unt mployed would be 


solved 

The Zimes in an interesting obituary of the late Mr. J. B. Braithwaite, 
which appeared after our notice of him last week, says: “ In the earlier 
portion of his career he appeared occasionally in court, and his name occurs 
in one or two once notable appeals to the House of Lords. Bust his 
stammer was an impediment to court practice, though he enjoyed for many 
years a lucrative chamber business. His knowledge of case law in equity 
and real property was extensive and accurate, and as he was most willing 
to help and instruct others his pupil room was much sought. Among his 
former pupils may be mentioned Sir Edward Fry, Mr. Lewis Fry, Mr. 
Moorsom, K.C., Mr. Horne Payne, K.C., and Sir Charles McLaren, M P. 
Unlike most busy practitioners, he actually taught his pupils, and would 
discuss with them problems from Fearas or the old reports. His memory 
and precision of Semen enabled him ewrreste ealame to draw a most 
complicate d deed without recourse to precedents, and with few corrections 
and interlineations, It was he who prepared the foundation deeds of Sir 

Birmingham. 
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foresight not common thirty or forty years ago he provided for consider- 
able powers of modification in methods and application of the funds to 
suit probable change in needs and circumstances. Mr. Braithwaite was a 
strict member ef the Society of Friends, adhered to the ancient ‘ thee and 
thou’ in conversation and letters, and was a prominent member of the 
‘Yearly Meeting.’ To some extent he also retained the old-fashioned 
dress, and was a man of fine presence and old world courtesy.” 








Frxep Incomres.—Houses and Residential Flats can now be Furnished 
on a new System of Deferred Payments especially adapted for those with 
fixed incomes who do not wish to disturb investments. Selection from the 
largest stock in the World. Everything legibly marked in plain figures. 
Maple & Co. (Limited), Tottenham Court-road, London, W.—[Apvr. ] 








Court Papers. - 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or ReaisTrars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 








Date. Emercency Appgat Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
5 TA. No. 2. KEKEWICH. FARWELL. 
Monday, Nov.............27 Mr. Theed Mr. Pemberton Mr. W. Leach Mr. Farmer 
Tuesda: ++0.28 W. Leach Jackson Theed King 
Church Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Greswell Jackson Theed King 
King Pemberton W. Leach Farmer 
Farmer Jackson Theed King 
Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Bouck.ey. Joycr. Swivrey Eapy. Wageineton. 
Monday, Nov... ..27 Mr. Carrington Mr. Greswell Mr. Godfrey Mr. Jackson 
Tuesday .28 Beal Church R. Leach Pemberton 
Wednesday 23 Carrington Greswell Godfrey Beal 
Th ye .. 30 Beal Church R. Leach Carrington 
Friday, Dec 1 Carrington Greswell Godfrey R. Leach 
Saturda . 2 Beal Church R. Leach Godfrey 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette.—Farpay, Nov. 17. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Limitep 1s CHANCERY. 


Lavpeet Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before Dec 15, to send in their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frederick Martin 
Jenkins, 9, Prince of Wales rd, Carshalton. Chandler & Rumboll, Bishopsgate Without, 
solors for liquidator 

“ My Vater,” Limrrep—Petn for winding up, presented Nov 10, directed to heard Nov 28. 
Walford, High Holborn, solor for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of Nov 27 


London Gazette.—Tuzspay, Nov. 21. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liuaitep 1s CHancery. 


Bzaconsyietp Cuarz Manvractunine Co, Lumtep- Petn for winding up, presentei Nov 
16, directed to be heard at the County Hall, Aylesbury, Dec 6. Charsleys, Beaconsfield, 
solo:s. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the 
afternoon of Nov 30 

Narivxay Poutrey Ecucors axp Faams, Limitep—Petn for winding up, presented Oct 27, 

irected to be heard at the County Hall, Lewes, at 12. Peskett & Parker, Brighton, 
solors for petners. Notice of appearing must reach the above-named not later than 
6 o’clock in the afternoon of Dec 4 

Saxpakaw Bay Coa Fiery, Liur1ep- Creditors are required, on or before Jan 3, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debte or claims, to De Westley 
Layton, 4, Bishopsgate st Within. Davidson & Morriss, Queen Victoria st, solors 





Creditors’ Notices. 
Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 


Last Day or Cram. 
Londom Gasette.—Fripary, Nov. 10. 


Assotr, Witi1am, Woodford Green, Essex, Waterproofer Dec 31 Crosse & Sons, 
Lancaster pl, Strand 

Ariss, Karz, West Croydon Jan1 Smith, Clement’s inn, Strand 

Avstis, Joux, Elmstone, Kent, Farmer Nov 30 Emmerson & Co, Sandwich 

Baier, Georcz Axpexw, Chestertield, Carriage Builder Dec 9 Allen, Doncaster 

Batxp, Jous, Paignton, Devon Dee 20 Baker & Co, Newton Abbot, Devon 

—— —~* Gaorce Fuxpenicx, Canterbury, Tailor Dec 31 Furley & Furley, 

erbury 
Bexsetr, Exizavetu Axxe, Ommaroo, Havre des Pas, Jersey Dec 25 Marshall & Co, 
oke upon Trent 

Bracow, Joux, Poulton le Sands, Lancs, Farmer Nov 30 Butcher, Blackpool 

maasene, Sata, Bridge rd, Battersea, Tobacconist Dee 8 Robinson & Son, Lincoln's 
inn 

Casuam, Jous Dzansiey, Aldershot Dec 16 Foster & Wells, Aldershot 

Cuaruax, Cuanies, Kynaston rd, Thornton Heath Dec 11 Ruston & Co, Victoria 
Embankment 

Crasx, Mazcaurt, Goulds hill, Shadwell, Coffee House Keeper Dec 8 Twyford, 

te gate 

Cocnzaye, Hon Sir Anraur AvcxLasp Leorotn Pepro, KCB, Charles st, St James’ 
Dee 19 Farrer & Co, Lineoln’s inn fields 

Coox, ALeret Gronox, Pontiottyn, Glam, Licensed Victualler Nov 30 Bland, Cardiff 

Crawronp, Joux Wititam, , Cloth Manufacturer Dec 16 Crawford, Leeds 

Caocxett, Bexsauix, Finningley, nr Doncaster Dec 23 Kesteven, Rotherham 


Curtis, Richargp, Banbury Dec9 Aplin & Co, Banbury 
Desaxe, Morris, Alexandra rd, South Hampstead Dec 9 Russell & Arnhols, q! 
Winchester st : 
ee ennseee, Frondeg, Abergele, Denbigh Dec 20 Marshall & Co, Stoke Ue 
‘ren 


Dixos, Wii11am, Loftus, Yorks, Draper Dec8 Hoggett, Loftus 

Davury, Heper, Mayfield, Sussex Dec9 Sprott & Sons, Mayfield, Sussex 

Duanam, Cuagtes WaLker, New Whittington, Whittington, Derby Dec 24 Stantony 
Walker, Chesterfield 

Earoy, Tuomas, Loftus, Yorks Dec8 Hoggett, Loftus 

Feaeys, Frances Anne, Asenby, Yorks Jani Jones & Co, Leeds 

Garretr, Sops1a, Hemel Hempstead, Herts Dec 11 Smeathman, Hemel Hempstaj, 

erts 


H 
Gover, JonatHan, Kilby Lodge, Leicester Dec8 Berridge & Sons, Leicester 
Gray, Emma, bridge Dec 20 Clements, Cambridge 
Grover, Henry, Watford, Wine Merchant D-cll Camp & Ellis, Watford 
Hagrison, ABRAHAM, Scarborough Decl4 Hick & Son, Scarborough 
Heartacore, Exizasets, Newbold, Derby Dec 23 Shipton & Co, Chesterfield 
Hicxsos, Joun Goprrey, Worthing Dec9 Green & Charles, Worthing 
Hout, Saran Exvizasetu, Bournemouth Dec12 Liddle & Heane, Newport, Salop 
Hoveuton, Arruur, West Kirby, Cheshire Dec6 Woolcott & Co, West Kirby 
Inca, Herman, Croydon, Builder Decll Edridge & Newnham, Croydon 
Jounson, GeorGce, Eastbourne Decl5 Leslie & Co, Laurence Pountney hill 
Litteyman, Marraa, Sykehouse, Yorks Dec9 Allen, Doncastér 
Manset, Tomas Henry, Annshill, Gosport, Hants Noy 24 Churcher & Chureher, 


Gosport 

Marg, Mary, Hove, Sussex Dec 9 Green & Charles, Worthing 

i Saperanr, Upper Mall, Hammersmith Dec 20 Withers & Withers, Arunid 

trans 

Marutias, Joun, Frome, Somerset Decl Smith, Fenchurch bldgs 

Mixer, Cuarces, Dorset. mews, Dorset sq, Cab Proprietor Dec 7 Kilsby & Son, Colley 
hill, Cannon st 

Moonrg, Jacos, Erdington, Warwick Dec20 Eaden & Co, Birmingham 

Pater, AmBaose JOHN Reap, Haddiscoe, Norfolk Nov18 Danby & Co, Gt Yarmouth 

Parr, Henry Jouy, Gunthorpe, Notts, Corn Factor Dec 23 Beaumont & Goodall, 
Ni a 

Picxeaine, Tuomas, Scarborough Dec 2) Dent & Scruton, York 

PowsgtL, Atrrep, Lee, Kent Jan1 Morris & Bristow, Bedford row 

RoTHweE.u, ExvizaBbets, Blackpool Decll Jackson & Co, Rochdale 

Ssaw, THomas anous, Lewisham Dec2 Archer & Son, Commercial rd East 

Sivirer, E.izasetu, Edgbaston, Birmingham Dec9 Jagger, Birmingham 

Spencer, Wiiu14M, Kirkstall, Jan1 Jones & Co, Leeds 

Sropart, Witi1am, Pepper Arden, nr Northallerton, Yorks, Colliery Owner Dee 
Cooper & Goodger, Newcastle on Tyne 

Farieg, Same Davis, Mincing In Dec 16 Williamson & Co, Sherborne In, King 

illiam st 
Voss, a Harpy, Woldingham, Surrey, Merchant Dec 20 Walker, Lincoln's im 


8 

WA LEy, Joun, Clevedon, Stoke upon Trent, Canal Carrier Dec 20 Marshall & Co, Stoke 
upon Trent 

Waruino, Wintas Epwarp, Newark upon Trent, Horse Dealer Decl Franks, Newatk 
on Trent 

Wvupe, Euizasets, Leeds Jani Jones & Co, Leeds 


London Gasette.—Tvuxspay, Sept. 14. 


Acxroyp. Mary, Wyke, Bradford Dec19 Wright & Co, Bradford 

ANSELL, CoaRues, Chelsea Jan1 Pear ones & Co, John st, Bedford row 

ATKINSON, MarTHEw, Osbaldeston, Lancs, Farmer Dec10 Cookson, Preston 

Bennett, Emma, Ecclesfield, Yorks Dec 11 Smith & Co, Sheffield 

But, Mary, Torquay Dec9 Hutchings & Hutchings, Torquay 

Senteg, esenes, Bickley, Kent, Music Publisher Dec 31 Hores & Co, Lincoln’s im 
fields 


Brakennrivce, Maty, Richmond, Surrey Dec 26 Brook & Co, Huddersfield 
Burtox, Wittiam Howes, Cromer Jan1 Baker, Sheringham 
Carter, Lyp1a Frances Rosez, Southsea, Southampton Dec 31 Moberly & Wharton, 
Southampton 
Crakk, CAmpBEeLt Gorpon, St Leonard’s on Sea Dre 20 Clark, Chancery In 
Cooper, Joun, Mark In, Wharfinger Dec1l Keene & Co, Seething In 
oats bg ng Suira Cowper, Toddington Manor, Beds Novy30 Tanqueray, Wobum 
SO, B 
Danie., Marta, Heathfield, Swansea Dec9 Helder & Co, Clement's inn, Strand 
Dawson, oa McLe.uan, Acklington, Noithumberland, Shoemaker Dec 26 Webb, 
Morpet 
Dawson, Tuomas, Acklington, Northumberland, Shoemaker Dec 26 Webb, Morpeth 
Es@uanpb, Exiza Ercnes, Leeds Feb1 Bowling & Sons, Leeds 
Hat, Euity Karuenrine, Bordighera, Italy Dec 11 Maples & Co, Fredericks pl, 0 
Jewry 
Hagpery. Tuomas, Wybunbury, Chester, Grocer Dec 24 Bygott & Sons, Sandbach 
Haagvey, Saran Maxweit, Vant rd, Tooting Dec 30 Wright & Co, Lincoln’s inn fields 
Hanpur, Mavor, JP, Maidstoue Dec5 Monckton & Son, Maidstone 
Hepaes, Ricnarp, Colney Street, nr 8t Albans, Farmer Dec 15 Tuppen, Bedford row 
Hiron, Wortrsam, Melbourn, Cambridge Dec 22 Wortham & Co, Royston, Herts 
Jotiy, Henxietta Broomrie py, Southport, Lanes Decl5 Sefton, Liverpool 
Lyoss, Bessamin Micuazt, Brixton rd, Corn Factor Dec 10 Kent, Gray s inn pl 
McInrygze, Axcus Gzorce Mitwarp, Brick ct, Temple Dec 16 Smiles & Co, Bedford row 
Marruzws, Kenest, Royston, Herts, Chemist Dec 22 Wortham & Co, Royston, Herts 
Mipp.etoy, Witi1am, Ashton under Lyne, General Dealer Dec 31 Ives, Stalybridge 
Mitone., Emity, Lisburne rd, Hampstead Dec 14 Pothecary & Co, Gresham bidgs, 
< Basinghall st 
Nagsacort, ALExanpenr, Bristol Dec 21 Clark, Bristol 
Nico.is, Francis Gustavus, Leebotwood, nr Shrewsbury, Civil Engineer Dec20 Petes 
& Bolton, Guildhall chmbrs, Basinghall st 
Noapes, Witt1aM, Hunslet, Leeds Deci ‘Tempest, Leeds 
Pace, Meira, Rumsey rd, Stockwell Dec 9 Price, John st, Gray’s inn 
Picxsusy, Greorce Fieip, Barkby, Leicester, Iron Manufacturer Dec 27 Snow & 
Atkins, Birmingham 
Peowes, Jous Cuanes, Camberwell New rd, Camberwell Jan 15 Edgar & Co, Gt& 
elens 
Paice, Susanne Lona, Talley, Carmarthen Dec 21 Williams, Llandilo 
Pye, Many Ann, Cramlington, Northumberland Dec9 Brumell & Sample, Morpeth 
Ricey, ALyrep Barron, Abergele, Denbigh Dec 20 Crabbe, Abergele 
Roaens, Anne Racust, Rickmansworth Dec18 Lomas, Rickmansworth 
Rocers, Tuomas, Rickmansworth Dec18 Lmas, Rickmansworth 
BSa.monD, James, Kingston upon Hull Dec9 Jacobs & Dixen, Hull 
Suarnmay, Ayn, Guildford Decl5 Bruce & Co, John st, Bedford row 
Suiru, Joun, Cambridge Dec 23 Eaden & Spearing, Cambridge 
Srzxcen, Joux, Newcastle upon Tyne, Steel Manufacturer Dec 31 Brown & 60, 
Newcastle upon Tyne 
Swatwe.t, Atice, Manchester Noy 27 Stott, Manchester 
Bwan, Jane South Shields Dec 20 Marshall & Bootiman, South Shields 
THoRnniLy, Rawpoupu Cranks, West Molesey Decil Frere & Co, Lincoln's inn fields 
Tornen, Josern, Southport Dec 23 Parkinson & Co, Manchester 
Veayvon, Beatrnice Maser, Tunbridge Wells Dec2 Strickland & Co, Bristol 
Ware Dae Hasnizer Ju.ia, Lympstone, Devon Dec 31 Duffield & Co, New 
road st 
Wit.is, Comnesia, Dex rd, Willesden Dec12 Marks, South sq, Gray's inn 
Woop, Joux Wit11am, Ripon, Accountant Dec16 Wise & Son, Ripon 





Woopwarp, Wii1iam Hewny, Cliftonville te Dec Boys & Maughan, Margate 
Ximenxs, Henny Cooxsunx Mitax, Hove Deo 14 Young & Co, Laurence Pountaey hill 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette.—Tourspay, Nov. 14. 
FIRST MEETINGS. 


Batt, WALTER Gites, Plymouth, Grocer Nov 23 at 11 
Off Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Banks, JAMES, Ormskirk, Cabinet Maker Nov 22at2 Off 
Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

BaRkER, EpwarD CHARLES, Plymouth, Coal Merchan 
Nov 22at1t Off Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Bares, JOHN, Hedge End, Southamp ‘oa, Builder Nov 22 

at 230 Off Ree, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 

Southampton 


Barrer, W Water Epwarp, Bath, Grocer Nov 22 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 
Brsca, ated Hexay, Morecambe, Traveller Nov 22 at 
10.30 Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
Buswitt, ALBERT, Newton Abbot, Devon, Tobacconist 
Nov 30 at 1030 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, Exeter 
Pepancernt®. WILLIaM, Gravesend Nov 27 at 11.30 1165, 
High st, Rochester 
BREEZE, JouN, Brighton, Hotel Keeper 
Hotel, G pl, Brighton 
Caxpy, Eow a wary wae gees Boot Dealer Nov 22 at 4 
Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 
CHATWIS, Roomy Esxxest, Balsall Heath, Worcester, 
Builder Nov 24 at 12 191, Corporation st, ’ Birmingham 
Caevatty, Frank Ceci, Shooter’ s Hill, Kent Nov 22 at 
1130 24, Railway app, London Badge 
CLARKE, Josrpa Perciv AL, Farnworth cs, Herb Beer 
Maker Nov24at3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Ciocen, Gzorae, Nelson, Lancs, Weaver Nov 22 at 11.15 
Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 
CoHEN, Isaac, Chrisp st, Poplar, ted Draper 
12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey 
Coomsz, Ricaarp, Cardiff, few = 
117, 8t Mary st, Cardiff 
Cousins, ALFRED ALEXANDER, Cheltenham, Baker 
at 11.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 
Cross, Witt1aM Henry, ds, Grocer’s Assistant Nov 22 
at 11.30 Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
Davies, Evan, Glyn Neath, Glam, Collier Nov 23 at 12 
Off Rec 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Doupé, GIovANNI B, Dean st, Noho Bank- 
1uptey b'dgs, Carey at 
Evans, Harry James Eaton, Avallenau, Pembroke Nov 
24at1.15 Temperance Hall, Pembroke D 
Feanoy, Henry 8, Lexham gdns, Kensington Nov 22 at 
11 Bankru: tey bldgs, Carey st 
Fiower, Joan Rosert, Much Hadham, Herts, Florist Nov 
22 at 12 Off Rec, 14, Bedford row 
Gacz, Caartes BexJamin, Southsea, Hants, Auctioneer 
Nov ta at4 Off Rec, Cambridge junc, High st, Ports- 
mou' 
Gopparb, Weems Coventry, Newsagent Novy 22 at 12 
Off Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 
GoLpBERG, ‘Bopert, Nottingham, Moulding Manufacturer 
Nov 22at3 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Harman, C E, Victoria grove, Gloucester rd, Colonel Nov 
7 at 12 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Haskins, Gitpert Grorae, anham, Glos, Tailor Nov 22 
atl2 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st , Bristol 
Havagp, WiLtiaM Joux, Elliot Town, New Tredegar, Mon, 
Collier Nov23at12 135, High st, Merthyr ‘Tydtil 
Hester, Harry, Hudderstield Auctioneer Nov 23 at 3 
Off Ree, Prudential bldgs, New st, Huddersfield 
HertoystTaq, Wituiamu, North Featherstone, Yorks, In- 
surance Agent Nov 20 at 11 O/f Rec, 6, Bond ter, 
Waketield 
Hossarp, Groree, Horsford, Norfolk, Potato Merchant 
Nov 22at3 Off Ree, 8, King st, Norwich 
Hooues, Jonny, Kirkgate, Leeds, Publican Nov 22 at 12 
ff Rec, 2%, Park row, Leeds 
Jonxs, ALICE Maup, Bwich, Brecon Nov 23at 2 Lion 
Hotel, Builth Wells 
Juvar, Martin, Holbrook ter, West Ham, Dairyman Nov 
27 at il Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Karrerns, Freperick Brooxs, Epsom, Picture Frame 
Bride Nov 23 at 11.30 24, Railway app, Londun 
Latuey, "Wnszen, Tamworth, Staffs, Fruiterer Nov 22 at 
ll ‘191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Lawrence, Ropert Faraor, Newport, Mon, Architect and 
Surveyor Nov 22 at 12 O Reo, Westgate chmbrs, 
Newport, Mon 
Leake, Henry ieecen, Leeds, Bootmaker Nov 23 at 11 
Off Rec, 22, Park row, Leeds 
List, GzorGE Sivwry, eewreng ns, Earl’s Court, Buildir 
gs, Carey st 


Nov 22at12 Bankrupte 
Poker Nov 22 at 12 Of 


MacDoveatt, posses, | er : 
Ree, 47, Full 
Mavzuey, Soszrn ‘ewne, Ba Edgeley Farm, = Rp 
Salop, Farmer Nov24at3 Royal Hotel, Cre 
Masoy, < Blaengwynfi, G Collier "Nov 25 at 11 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Miuxartox, CHARLES, Dudley Port, Tipton, Staffs, Anvil 
Manufacturer Nov 22 at 3,90 Off Ree, 199, Wolver- 
hampton st, Dudley 
Mitis Cuan Bradford, Hardware Dealer Nov 22 at3 
of yrrel st, Bradford 
Mircug.1, oan North End, Hampstead Nov 22 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey at 
Uakay, Jous Ripiey, and Witwiam Epwarp Lawrnagr, 
Wainfleet, Lines, Mineral Water Manufacturers Nov 
23 at 12.15 Off Reo, 4and 6, West st, Boston 
Oaurop, Jon, Gt Lever, Bolton, Builder Nov 22 at 3 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Oavun, CHARLES, Atworth, nr Melksham, Wilts, Coal Mer- 
chant Nov 22 at 11.45 Off Reo, 26, win st, — 
a, Fi Prosper TuHRorxi.vs Bastworomew 
Claughton on Brock, File iain 
or . Manager Nov 22 at 11 on De, 14, Chapel st, 


Prance, Ci SHARLES, Gradley, Worcester, Grocer Nov 22 
at3 Off Reo, 199, W verhampton st, Dudley 

TuLirs, AnTuus ALpgry, Palace Gates rd, Wood Green, 
Nov ats Off Reo, 14, Bedford row 


24 22 at 2.30 





Nov 24 at 
Nov 22 at 11 
Nov 23 


‘Nov 24 at 11 





nom, Gerorct, Northwich, Baker Nov 24 at 2.30 Royal 


rewe 
Powsis Jonx, Blaengwynfi, Glam, Collier Nov 25 at 11.30 
Reo, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
, Innkeeper Nov 24 at 2 


me. WILLIAM, Northwich. 
Royal Hotel, Crewe 

Paosst, CuaRies Sotomon, Widnes, Traveller Nov 22 at 

2.30 Off Rec, 35, bierene ty Liver; 

Rounp, Wits, Gateshead, fal’ Broker Nov 22 at 3 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, ) Ry on Tyne 

RowELu, Francis Joun Harpine, Axminster, Devon, 
Mineral Water Mauufac:urer Nov 30at 1030 Off Rec, 
9, Bedford circus, Exeter 

Rais x, AgTrour James, Freston, Brighton, Builder Nov 
22at12 Off Rec, 4, Pavilion bldgs, Brighton 

Sueats, CaaR.es, mantle, Sou! smpton, Carter Nov 
22 at 3.15 Off Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, 
Southampton 

Suracer Bros, Liosd’s av, sheniages Nov 23 at 2.30 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey s 

eo IDWARD, ‘Bradford, Painter Nov 23 at 3 Off 

29, Tyrrel st, Bradford 

un Tomas A.FRED, Sparkhill, Worcester, Coal 
Merchant’s Traveller Nov 24 at 11 191, Corporation 
st, Birmingham 

THATCHER, Joun Vicary, [iford, Mercantile Clerk Nov 23 
atll Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Tuomas, Taomas, Maesteg, Glam, ‘Lailor Nov 22at3 117, 
8t Mary st, Cardiff 

sear — Hewry, Norwich, Tailor Nov 22 at 
3. ff Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Wane Joun ‘Wiuam, Halifax, Mineral Water Manu- 
facturer Nov 22 at 3 Off Ree, Town Hall chmbrs, 
Halifax 

Water, Watrer, Bedford, Boot Maker Nov 22 at 12 
Off Rec, ig st, Northam: 

Wuiresop, W B, Lower rd, a. Rotherhithe, Butcher Nov 23 
at 12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Wippows, Exveanor Eizaseta, Norwich, Shopkeeper 
Nov 22 at 4 wff Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Wiatey, WILLIAM, Matlock Bridg-, Derby, Farmer Nov 22 
atll Off Ree, 47, Full st, Derby 

Witopixe, Epwarp, Cross Houses, Oldbury, Salop, Wheel- 
wright Dec 13 at 12.30 Couaty Court Office, Madeley, 
Salup 

Wituams, Jouy, Liantrisant, Glam, Colliery Engine 
Diver Nov 24at3 135, High st, Merthyr Tydtit 

Wine, Henry, Liphook, Hants, Farmer Noy 23 at 3 Off 
Rec, Cambri¢ge junc, High st, Portsmouth 


ADJUDICATIONS. 

Acar, Joun Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Cooper Kingston 
upon Hull PetNov9 Ord Nov9 

Aix.tey, Grorez Wituiam, Cock Pit Farm, Blackley, nr 
Manchester, Sauce Maker Manchester’ Pet Nov 9 
Ord Nov 9 

ANDREWS, ALFRED JosePu, Newland, Northampton, Leather 
Merchant Northampton Pet Novll Ord Nov ll 

Battery, Henry James, Ki m upon Hull, Builder 
Kingston upon Hull Pet Novll Ord Nov ll 

Bearp. Tuomas Grorce, Craven st, Strand, Solicitor High 
Court Pet Augi2 Ord Nov ut 

Buakenzy, Rosert, Kingston upon Hull, Merchant’s 

Assistant King.ton upon Hull Peet Nov 9 Ove Nov? 

Bowrs, James, Hawnby, or Helmsley, Yorks, k 
Northallerton Pet Nov 8 Mg | No ovs 

Buss, Leorotp Epwarp, Ascot, 
Surrey Pet Oct 21 Ord Nov ; 

Canpy, Epwarp, <> fo Boot Dealer Southampton 
Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 

Cueva.iey, Faank Pag Shooter’s Hill, Kent Greenwich 
Pct Oct 20 Ord Nov 10 

Crarke, Josersa Perciva., Farnworth, i Herb Beer 
Maker a. Pet Nov1l Ord Nov l 

Coggn, Isaac, Chris isp st. st, en Fancy joan High Court 

et Nov 10 O 

Cross, WILLIAM ieee ‘Leeds, Grocer’s Assistant Leeds 

Pet Nov8 Ord Nov8 
isiau, Blaenau Festiniog, Meri neth, 
Pet Nov 9 Ord Nov9 


Doyte, Joan, Tany; 
Baker Portm 
Frowes, Jouyw Roseat, Perry Greea, Much Hadham, Herts, 
Florist Hertford Pet Nov4 Ord Nov8 
Garpixer, Roger, Nantymoel, Glam, Fruiterer Cardiff 
Pet Nov9 Ord Nov9 
Gerrard, WILLIAM, i Kent, Grocer Rochester Pet 
Novill Ord Novl 
Guirritus, Fraycis, Lianfairfechan, Carnarvon, Butcher 
Bangor Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 
Havsteap, Jous Fearperic, Charlestown, nr Hebden 
, Yorks, Picker Dealer Burnley Pet Nov 10 
Ord Nov 10 
AHawtey, Avsert, Hillsborough, eee, Milk Dealer 
Sheffield Pet Nov10 Ord Nov 1 
Hrrpmas, Joun WILLIAM, tanh Massey, Cheshire, 
Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 
meen, Groret, Horsford, Norfolk, Potato Merchant 
Norwich Pet Novi0 Ord Nov 11 
Leake, Henry Epwaap, Leeds, Boot Maker Leeds Pet 
Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 
Matuews, Taomas Georor, Portsmouth, Hants, Grocer 
Portemouth Pet Novll Ord Nov ll 
Mumpey, Groner Wiiuias, Long Eaton, Dirby, Labourer 
Derby Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 9 
Oavum, Cuartzs, Atworth, nr Melksham, Wilts, Coal Mer- 
chant Pet Oot 21 Ord Nov 9 
Prox, Hupgat Jocrrn, Leadenhall st High Court Pet 
aug 26 Ord Nov9 
Prerce, Goprrry Cuartes Meyrnect, Neasden, Horse 
Dealer St Albans Pet Septi16é Ord Nov 9 
Roserts, Oweyx, Myoydd, L’andegai, Bethesda, Carnarvon, 
Quarryman Ba Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 11 
Rosensera, JANE, Bis’ te Goods Station, Tobacconist 
Court Pet Oot 18 Ord Nov 10 
Rowa.t, Francis pak Hanorwe, Axminster, Devon 
Mineral Water Manufacturer Kxeter PetNov9 Ord 


Hull, Butcher's 





¥ 


Kingston, 








Nov 
Rupp, oo poemane, Kingston on 
Assistant Kingston upon Hull Pet Noy 10 Ord 


Aone Jam ‘on, 
Nov9 i Nov 9 





aun, " Brighton, Builde 
‘30N, . r 
Brighton Pet 


Sampson, Witu1am, Watford, Herts, Builder St Albans 
Pet sept 28 Ord Nov 9 
EcHuRaMECK, AirseD, Gt Portland st, Embroiderer High 
Court PetOct6 Ord Novil 
Suote, Acsomnene Rosesrt Freperick Saute, Gt Grimsby, 
Merchants GtGrimsby Pet Nov 10 Ord Nv lv 
a .. Jvuux, Melbourne, Derby, Draper Leiceszer Pet 
Sept 25 Ord Nov 9 
Sxrewer, Water Hesey, Hexsert WILL1Am SKiNyEs, and 
Faank Ext Skinner, Melksham, Wilts, Builders Bath 
Pet Oct 11 Ord Nov 10 
Stamp, Wiit1amM Asapa, Flixton, Lancs, Road Contractor 
Salford Pet Nov i0 Ord Noy 10 
or ~ ae Southport High Cvurt Pet Sept 28 
Noy lv 
Sreinces, Epwarp, Bradford, Painter Bradford Pet 
Nov9 Ord Nov9 
Liverpool, Plumbér Liverpool Pet Nov8 Ord 


Wituam, Frimley, Surrey, Builder 
Pet Oct 19 Ord Nov ll 
Taser Joun Vicary, Dford, Essex, Mercantile Clerk 
igh Court Pet Nov9 Ord Nuv9 
oun WILLIAM te Norwich, Tailor Norwich 
Pet Nov9 Ord Nov9 
Wippows, Ecgayon E.izasets, Norwich, Shopkeeker 
Norwich Pet Nov1i Ord Novil 
Wivpixe, Kpwarp, Cross Houses, Oldbury, Salop, Wheel- 
t Madeley Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 9 
Warwick, Cab 





Nov 10 


Tareant, Heyay 
Guildford 


Wikiss, Exizaseta, Loz Aston, 
Proprietor Birmingham PetNov6 Ord Nov 10 

Wiiuiams, Jonyx, Liantrisant, Giam, Culliery Engine 
Driver Pontypridd Pet Nov9 Ord Nov 9 

Woop, Casares, Challens Farm, Sidlesham, Sussex, Farmer 
Brighton Pet Novi Ord Nov 10 


Gaszette.—Faipay, Nov. 17. 
REVEIVING OaDERs. 

Auuitt, Pattie James, Newton, 55 y Fiuit Grower 
King’s Lynn Pet Nov15 Ord Nov i 

Apps, Jonx Weston, Coverdale rd, rd, Shepherd s Bash, Clerk 
High Court Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 

Battey, George Water, nr Cheltenh 
Greengrocer Che tenham Pet Nov 11 “Ord Nov ll 

Birkie & DicGer, dampstead rd, Clockmakers High Court 
Pet Oct 20 Ord Nov 14 

Botton, Geores, Biackourn, Joiner Blackburn Pet Oct 
81 Ord Nov 13 

Boye, Wi.ttaM Anoos, Riverside, Cardiff, Colliery Agent 
Cardiff Pet Nov 14° Ord Nov i4 

Beauam, Goprrer, Aldersgate st, Tailor High Court Pet 
Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 

Baggze,Joux Abert, Howden on Tyne, Northumberland, 
baa ine Merchant Newcastleon Tyne Pet Nov 3 Ord 

ov l4 

Brown, Ai Platt Bridge, Wigan, Grocer Wigan 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 

CaTresMoLe, Frepanick Gage, Kirkley, Lowestoft, Butcher 
Gt Yarmouth Pet Novi4 Ord Nov l¢ 

CaALLAND, Cuaries Tuomas, Bicker, Lincs, Florist Boston 


Pet Novll Ord Nov ll 

Ciaek, Wit.oveusy, Upper Seaies, Glos, Farmer 
Cheltesham Pet Novi4 Ord Nov 1 

CLARKE, soe 8 Anerley, Varriage Builder Croydon Pet 
Oct 5 

Craeksoy, Taomua | Botanic Brewer Blackburn 
Pet Novi Ord Nov 15 

Salisbury, Fish Dealer Salisbury Pet 


— ANTONY 
Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 
Cook, Jon Heyry, Woodgreen, Wedne bury, Metal 
Merchant W: Pet Nov 10 Ord Nov 10 
one ArTuvur Gover, Exmouth st, Clerkenwell, China 
and Glass Dealer High Court Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 
Corrie, ALFrep Hewxry, Upper Eastville, Bristol, 
Bristol Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 
Cowzey, Jonny, Six Bells, Aberbeeg, Colliery C.mtractor 
Tredegar Pet Oct 24 ‘Ord Nov 14 
Dav =. — Taomas, East Finchley, Boot Dealer Barnet 
Oct 31 Ord Nov ll 
Sciam Samus. Jou, Plymouth, Boot Factor Plymouth 
Pet Nov’ Ord Nov 14 
Evans, Watter Peasson, Leamington, Warwick, Land 
Agent Coventry Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 
Fiowitt, Joux, , Builder Sheffield 
Ord Nov 13 


Gaskix, James Water, Marden, Kent, Labourer 
stone Pet Nov 15 Ord Nov 15 





Pet Nov 13 








Goopa.t, Grorcs Heaney, Tutbury, Staffs,Groom Burton 
on Trent Pet Nov li Ord Nov ll 

Garaneam, Groras, Stockton on Lees, Commercial Traveller 
Stocaton on Tees Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

Guest, Grorce Wi.sox, Deritend , Grocer 
Birmi Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 13 

Hessitetawaitr, Joun, Leeds, Labourer Leeds Pet 
Novi13 Ord Nov 13 

Hout, Atpert Jons, Ramsgate, Grocer Canterbury Pet 
Nov 15 Nov 15 

Hamuyy, Groner M , Twickenh Brentford Pet 
Nov 14 Ord Nov 4 

Hakais, Baayey, Sy mye Mon, Pawnbroker’s Manager 
Tredegar Pet Oct 25 Oni Nov 14 

Haxaison, Joux, Ryther, York, Farmer York Pet Oct 28 
Ord Nov 4 

HAaWwKesworts, | Witiian Arravea Garvie, Frome 
8 t, Frome Pet Nov 15 ont 
Nov 15 

Heys, Jouxn Heyay, and Cuantes Eaxest Hays, Gia, 
Lancs, Mineral Water, Manufacturer Burnley 
Nov 15 Ora Nov 15 

Hoop, Water Luprogp, Dover, Grocer Canterbury Pet 


Nov i4 Ord Nov 14 
Jom zooms, s, Cullompton, Devon, Carpenter Exeter 


14 Ord Nov 4 
Jones, Frances Evizanera at, Ot Bridge, 
Tipton, Staffs Dudley pee Novia Ord Nov 14 ; 
Jonrs, oe Tyas Pentrebach, Meri Tyafil, Collier 

te Pet Nov as Ont Novis 
Lanes, a. ryan Canonbury High Court 
rd or a 


mm Haray Burisa, Balham, Traveller 
Wandsworth Pet Novi5 Ord Nov 15 
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Francis, Aylmerton, Norfolk, 
Market Gardener Norwich Pet Nov 15 Ord Nov 15 

Loxe, Joun Wiwtiam, Bracknell, Berks, Bootmaker 
Windsor Pet Novil Ord Novy 11 

Mayroy. Antuur, Coventry, Grocer Coventry Pet Nov 14 


Ord Nov 14 
Oulton Broad, Suffolk, 
13 


Luorp-Worts, Jony 


Mantairr, Freveric GrorGe, 
Fruiterer Gt Yarmouth Pet Novi13 Ord Nov 

Money, Mary Ann, Lowestoft Gt Yarmouth Pet Nov 15 
Ord Nov 15 

Pare, Joun Anprew, Workington, Cumberland, Plumber 
Cockermouth Prt Oct 31 Ord Nov 13 

Parrerson, Jauus, Sparkbrook, Birmingham Birmiogham 
Pet Novii Ord Nov ll 

Pressier, Henry, Snes Lancs, Plumber Bolton Pet 
Nov 14 Ord Nov 

Reep, Faxperick than LAND, Little Ealing In, South Ealing, 
Commercial Traveller Brentford Pet Nov 11 Ord 
Nov ll 

Ricarpo, Bexsauty, Green In, Finsbury Park Edmonton 
Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

Ricuarps, Freperick Wi.uiaM, Shrewsbury Shrewsbury 
Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

Rix, ArTaur W1111aM, Northfleet, Kent, Grocer Rochestar 
Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

Ross, Micuazt Montacu, Austerfield, Yorks, Builder 
Sheffield Pet Nov14 Ord Nov 14 

Sau, James, Gringley on the Hill, Notts, § 
Pet Nov 13° Urd Nov 13 

SEaBORNE, ALFRED Epwarp, Risca, Mon,Groom Newport, 
Mon Pet Novi13 Ord Nov 18 

SHaw, Isaac, Bromley Cross, Lancs, Former Bolton Pet 
Novl4 Ord Nov 14 

Sinner, Henry Kine, Leicester, Licensed Victualler 
Leicester Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

SmaLtwoop, Jonn Wititam, Todmorden Burnley Pet 
Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

Taomas, Rees Cepric, Maesteg, Milk Vendor Cardiff Pet 
Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 

Watsvax, Rosext, Bishop Auckland, Durham, Tailor 
Durham Pet Oct 27 Ord Nov 14 

Watton, Mary Ape.iye, Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Boarding 
house Keeper Bangor Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov l4 

Weepox, Epwarp, Kingston upon Hull, Refreshment 
house Keeper Kingston upon Hull vet Nov13 Ord 
Nov 13 

Wetts, Epwis Joz, Kingston upon Hull Kingston upon 
Gull Pet Nov 15 Ord Nov 15 

W..uiams, Epwarp Apert, Lianduduo, Hotel Keeper 

gor Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 15 

Wizets, Wii.144, Tir Phil, Glam, io Haulier 

Merthyr Tydfil Pet Novi4 Ord Novi 
Amended notices substituted for those Dablished in the 
London Gazette of Nov 1 
MacDovaat., Ronatp, Derby, Baker Derby Pet Oct 17 
rd Nov 7 

Cuevat.ey, Feanx Ceorr, Hazlewood, pameniaty Hill, Kent 

Greenwich Pet Oct 20 Ord Noy 


FIRST ueurmnas. 

Arstey, Georce Wi.14m, Blackley, nr Manchester, Sauce 
Maker Nov 2iati1 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

Asprews, Atraep Joseru, Northampton, Leather Mer- 
chant Nov 27at3 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Apps, Jonn Weston, Coverdale rd, Shepherd’s Bush, Clerk 
Nov 27 at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Atkin, Jouy, Sheffield, Newsagent Noy 30at1l Off Rec, 
Figtree ln, Sheffield 

Bissy, Josera Epwarp, Rhyl, Flint, Stationer Nov 27 
at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Biaxitz & Dices, Hampstead rj, Cl.ck Makers Noy 28 
at 2.30 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Buaxesey, Rozert, Kingston upon Hull, Fish Merchant's 
——— Nov 28 at 11 Off Rec, Trinity House in, 


addler Lincoln 


Beanamu, Gopvraery, Aldersgate st, Tailor Nov 28 at 11 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Bareze, Joux Atpert, Howdon on Tyne, Northumberland, 
Wine Merchant Nov25at11 Off Ree, 30, Mosley st, 
Newcastle on Tyne 
Brows, Wivi14M, Platt Bridge, Wigan, Grocer Nov 28 at 
3 19, Exchange st, Bolton 
Crarke, Tuomas, Anerley, Carriage Builder Nov 28 at 
1230 2, Railway app. London Bridge 
Comay, Euiza Emity, Folkestone, Private Hotel Keeper 
Nov 27 at 12.30 The Queen's Hotel, Folkestone 
Como, Axtony, Salisbury, Fish Dealer Nov 28 at 2.30 
Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 
Coorgr, Agtnur Goucs, Exmouth st, Clerkenwell, China 
Dealer Nov 30 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Denis, Eouusp, Reading. Butcher’s Assistant Nov 30 at 
12.30 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 
Evans, Hagnietre Entry, Market Dra ton, Salop, Cycle 
Dealer Nov 27 at 11.30 Off Rec, King st, Newcastle 
under Lyme, Stafford 
GaRpINER, gr, Nantymoel, Glam, Fruiterer and Fish- 
monger Nov 29at3 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 
Geasagv, Wiiiiam, Erith, Kent, Grocer Nov 27 at 12 
115, High st, Rochester 
Goopa. a, zorce Henry, Tutbury, Staffs,Groom Nov 25 
atil Off Rec. 47, Fuil st, Derby 
eH = Jous, B ther, Yorks, Farmer Nov 30at3 Off 
Rec, The Red ouse, Duncombe pl, York 
Hawcrorr, Jous Epwanp, Mexborough, Yerk, 
B er Nov 30 at12 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 
Hawiey, Atsert, Hillsborou Sh eld, Miik Dealer 
Nov at 11.30 Off Rec, igtree In, Sheffield 
ae 1 ee Jonx, Leeds, Labourer Nov 27 at 11 
22, Park row, Leeds 
manesen De Epwanrp, Cardiff Nov 27 at 11 
St Mary st, Cardiff 
Hoop. Mog» Lupvorp, Dover, Grocer 
z ie a= Santee Canterbury 
AMES, moms, Callompton, Devon, Carpenter Nov 30 at 
10.20 ff Reo, 9, Bedford circus, , Exeter 
Kere, Borerr Hexny, Mar, te, Boarding house Proprietor 
Nov 2 at 12.20 Brackle y House, Cli ville, Margate 
Mararws, Tuomas Geasa. Porternouth, Grocer Nov 23 
at3 Off Rec, ——e june, “yo st, Portsmouth 


Porzrt, Witiiam, Sach I 
Manager Nov 29 at 11 v4, Spper  Capice, aa 


Pork 


117, 
Nov 80 at12 Off 


Puytay, Joun, Pontardawe, Som a Nov 28 at 12 
Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, 8 

Rosrys, Lewis, Crewe, Clerk’  : 29 at12 Off Rec, 35, 
Victoria st, Liverpool 

Rupp, Aeraur Ricnarp, Kingston upon Hull, Butcher's 


Hull 

Sav, Jaman Cleiey on the Hill, Notts, Saddler Nov 30 
at 12 .30 Off Rec, 31, Silver st, Lincoln 

SmALLWwoop, Marcarer, Tat Bank, Oldbury Nov 27 atil 
191, Corporation st, ‘Birming! 

Sramp, WILLIAM ASAPH, Flixton, Lanes, Road = -paemaad 
Nov 25 at 11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manches 

Witiarp, Ricnarp, and Tuomas WILLIAM ed Hove, 
Sussex, Tailors Nov 27 at 12. Bankruptcy bidgs, 


Carey st 
ADJUDICATIONS. 


Auutt, Pate James, Newton, Goptetion, Farmer King’s 
Lynn Pet Nov15 Ord Nov ll 

Apps, Jonny WEsTon, Coverdale rd. Shepherd’s Bush, Clerk 
High Court Pet ‘Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 

Battery, Grorce Water, Shurdington, nr Cheltenbam, 
Greangrocer Chelten Pet Nov1l Ord Nov il 

Barnsy, Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Merchant Kingston 
upon Hult Pet Oct 21 Ord Nov 15 1b 

Boyie, WittiAm Anous, Cardiff, Colliery Agent Cardiff 
Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

Branam, Gopraey, Aldersgate st, Tailor High Court Pet 
Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

Brock, Grorees, Longstock, nr ee. Hants, Builder 
Southampton Pet Sept 26 Ord Nov 1 

Brows, Witi1am, Platt Bridge, Wigan, eae Wigan 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 


CaTTERMOLE, Freperick Gace, Kirkley, 
Butcher Gt Yarmouth Pet Nov14 Ord Nov 14 


Pet Nov 11 Ord Nov 11 


Cheltenham Pet Nov 14 

Crark, Tuomas, Anerley, Carriage Builder Croydon Pet 
Oct5 Ord Nov 14 

Coyto, Antony, Salisbury, Fish Dealer 
Nov 13 01d Nov 13 

Cook, Henrr, Woodgre 
Walsall Pet Nov 10 10 Ord Nov 1 

Cowtey, Jon, Six Bells, Abe 4 , Mon, 
Contractor Tredegar Pet Oct 24 “bra Noy 1 

Dasuwoop, CHARLEs James, Newport, I of sig Brewer 
Newport Pet Oct18 Ord Nov ll 

Dickerson, Ratpnx Frepericx, St Andrew’s rd, West | 


Salisbury Pet 


Nov 10 

Evans, WaAtter PEARSON, TT om Land Agent 
Coventry Pet Nov 13 Ord Noy 

Fiowitt, Joux, Doncaster, Builder ‘Sheffield Pet Nov 13 | 
Ord Nov 13 


stone Pet Nov15 Ord Nov15 
Goopa.t, Grorce Heyry, Tatbur 
on Trent Pet Nov1l Ord 
Grasuam, Groner, Stockton on Tees, , a Traveller 
Stockton on Tees Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 
Gusst, Georcr Witson, Dertitend, Birmingham, Grocer 
Birmingham Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 13 
Hanreis, Baryey, Cwmti ,» Mon, Se tntanhes’s Mauger 
redegar Pet Oct 25 Ord Nov 15 
Hazraison, Jonny, Ryther, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Oct 28 
Ord Nov 15 
Hasxixs, Gitpert Gerorce, Stonehill, 
Tailor Bristol Pet Nov8 Ord Nov 
HawkeswortH, Witiiam ARTHUR Seana E, Frome, 
——- Schoolmaster Frome Pet Nov 15 Ord 
ov 
HespceTawaite, Joun, Leeds, Gardener’s Labourer Leeds 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 
Hitceman, Heasert Epwarp, Cardiff Cardiff Pet Nov6é 
Ord Nov 10 
Ho xt, Abert Jou, Rompe, Grocer Canterbury Pet 
Nov 15 Ord Nov 1 
Hoop, WeatTer Levon, Dover, Grocer Canterbury Pet 
ag ~ Ord N rae 
James, THomas, ompton, Devon, Carpenter 
Pet Nov 14’ Ord anton / 
Jones, Hexry Jonny, Birmingham, mpeg Brass Founder 
Birmingham Pet Nov7 Ord Nov 
Jones, Wituam, Pentrebach, Merthyr prem, Collier 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Nov 15 Ord Nov 15 
Keys, Jouw Henry, and Cuartes Ernest Keys, Colne, 
Lancs, Mineral Water Manufacturers Burnley Pet 
Nov15 Ord Nov 15 
List, Gzorce Sipyrey Writiam, Philbeach gdns, Earl’s 
Court, Builder High Court Pet Oct11l Ord Nov 16 
Lioyp-Wortn, Joan Feawcis, Aylmerton, nage Market 
Gardener Norwich Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 1 
Lose, Joun Wiiitam, Bracknell, Berks, Destine 
Windsor Pet Novil Ord Nov u 
ea Rowaup, Derby, Baker Derby Pet Oct 17 
ov il 


Eerie, Glos, 


4 Ord Nov 14 
Mastaipe, Feaeorsic Groror, Onlton Broad. Suffolk, 
Fruiterer Gt Yarmouth fret Nov13 Ord Nov 13 
Mowry, Mary Ann, Lowestoft Gt Yarmouth Pet Nov 
5 Ord Nov 15 
Presster, Henry, Chorley, Lancs, Plumber Bolton Pet 
Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 


Nov 11 
Ricaxrpo, Bexsamix, Green Ine, mae Park, Jeweller 
Edmonton Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 


Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 1 
Rix, Astnor WILLIAM Northfleet, Kent, Grocer Rochester | 
Pet Nov 13 Ord Nov 13 





Ross, Miouag. Mowtaavu, Austerfield, Yorks, Builder 
Sheffield Pet Novi4 Ord Nov 14 


Assistant- Nov 28 at 11.30 Off Ree, Trinity House ln, | 


Cuiark, WiLLouGHBy, Upper ee. © Gloucester, Farmer | 


Gasktx, James Water, Marden, Kent, Labourer Maid- 
faite, Groom Burton | 


Srasournk, ALFrep Epw arp, Risca, Mon, Groom 


. Tsomas, Rees eee. ergs ee anlee Cardiff 











Sav, Jam, Se y on the Le Nottingham, § 
Lincoln Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 
port, Mon Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 13 

Suaw, Isaac, Bromley Cross, Lancs, Farmer Boltog 
Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

Skinner, Henry Kine, Leicester, Licensed Vig 
Leicestr Pet Nov14 Ord Nov l4 

Smatiwoop, Joun Wituram, Todmorden Burnley 
Nov14 Ord Nov 14 

TayLor, Austen Jonny, Southfields, Soetneee 
Wandsworth Pet Nov8 Ord Nov 1 


Nov13 Ord Nov 
Watsury, eer Bishop Auckland, Tailor Durham 
ov 1 


Warton, Mary pn Colwyn Bay, Denbigh, Be 
house Keeper Bangor Pet Nov 14 Ord Novi4 

Weepoyn, Epwarp, Kingston upon Hull, Refre 
nega Keeper "Kingston upon Hull Pet Nov 8 

ov 13 

Wes, Epwin Jor, Kingston upon Hull Kingston yj 
Hull Pet Nov15 Ord Nov 15 

Wairerop, Witiiam Bassinc Waite. Lower rd, 
hithe, Butcher High C wrt Pet Occ24 Oid Nor 

Witrerrs, Wituray, Tir Phil, Glam, Underground 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 

Witiiams, Epwarp A.sert, Llandudno, Carnarvon, § 
Keeper Bangor Pet Nov 14 Ord Nov 14 


London Gazette.—Turspay, Nov. 21. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


| Atyrey, Henry Tuomas Rare, ~—. Lancs, Greengn 


Lowestoft, | 


| 


eer s | Downton, 


Kensington, Journalist High Court Pet Sept "7 Ord | 


Exeter | 


Manton, Artnur. Coventry, Grocer Coventry Pet Nov 


Puntay, Joux, Pontardawe, Glam, Tailor Neath and 
Aberavon Pet Oct 21 Ord Nov 15 ' 

Reep, Freoericox New cana, Little Ealing in, South Ealing, 
Commercial Traveller Brentford Pet Nov 11 Ord 


Ricuarps, Freperick a7 ae Shrewsbury Shrewsbury 


Pet Nov17 Ord Nov1l 
Brown.ess, Joun, Heworth, Yorke, Wheelwright ¥; 
PetNov17 Ord Nov 17 


CHALLAND, Caar_es Tuomas, Bicker, Lincs, Florist Boston | Coriins, James Wiiurams, Buckland, Portemouth, Bui 


Portsmouth Pet Oct 14 Ord Nov 1 

ConnELL, Joun W1L114M, Gainsborough, Pruitcrer 
Pet Nov17 Ord Nov 17 

Coombes, Francis, St Andrew’s mans, West Kensing 
Physician High Court Pet Nov16 Ord Nov l6é 

, Davipson, Savut, Barrow in Furness, Fine Art D 
Barrow in Furness Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 


en, Fen Metal Merchant | Davies, Davip. Aberdare, Glam, Mason Aberdare 


Nov16 Ord Nov 16 


Grorez, Preston, Dorset. General D 
Dorchester Pet Nov13 Ord Nov 16 
weneemae, Bensamin THoRNLEY, Stockport, Licensl 


Victualler Stockport Pet Nov 17 Ord Nov 17 

Fugrtra & Tayior, Moorgate st — Stockbrokers Hig 
Court Pet Augi4 Ord Nov il 

Harms, Atrrep Heyry, at, General Engineer Ba 
ing Pet Nov16 Ord Nov 

Hart, Josepu, Kentish (Sete 4, ’ eames Dealer Hig 
Court Pet Oct 23 Ord Nov 1 

Hesketu, ALBERT Epmunp, cee Meat 8 
Manchester Pet Nov17 Ord Nov 17 

Hotioway, Arruur, Netherton, Worcester, Assistal 
Schoolmaster Dudley Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 18 
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Frank . 
“Court Pet 


po Court 
x, Nort 
ay Pet Nov 18 


Novis Or 
Pe AT ILLIAM, B 
Ord Nov 18 


Joux Epw! 
JornEs, ham F 


aT, HAROLD, 8 
Bo onufact jurer 


s Lewis] Blom 

Ta Nov 18 18 boys 
GE 

Lover, GEOR os 


cEMAN, CHARLES 
” Birmingham ] 
a) ort CE 
we eminghaTD I 
Masox, SamuzL 
Wakefield Pet 
Qrro, Eowarp Caa 
a 
¢, BENJAMIN 
Parra Nov 17 i" 
, JosePH, Pe 
Parets “Ord Nov 1 
eo RospertT 
i. eer Sun 
RoseeTs, WILLIAM 
Ord Nov 17 
us, ALBERT 
See Nov 7 Or 
rockDaLE, CHAr 
meicial Trave 
Nov 17 EH 
HOUSE, HEN 
er Kings 
, JAMES CHA 
TaTSpeffield Pet 
Tarion, Joun G 
Durham Pet 
Torvute, Haeei 
Brent wood 


Ord Nov 15 

Wostesa0Lme, | 
Pet Nov17 ¢ 
Acar, Jony Hew: 
atllvo Off 
Bamey, GEORGE 

Greengrocer 

Fay 
AMES, an 
mongers De 
Bowes, JAMES, | 
Dee 4 at 11.3 
BaownLess, Jou: 
atz30 Off | 
CarresMOLe, FR 
Nov 29 at 15 
Crakk, WILLOUG 
Wat3.156 C 
Coomper, Fraw 
Physician | 
Corre, ALFRE! 
Nov 29 at 11 
Cowizy, Joan, 
tractor No 
Cazwosox, Jos 

Victuailer 


Davenport, Jo! 


Doris, Jouy, 
Dee 5 at 11. 
Evaxs, WALT: 
Agent No 
Gaskin, JAMES 
at 10.30 9, 
Hautyy, Gror 
Nov 29 at 1 
Hanns, Bars 
Nov 30 at } 
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atl2 Ban 
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tchoolmas 
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aera, Frank Harrison, Bucklersbury, Auctioneer 
h Court Pet Aug 30 Ord Nov 10 

iy ee Northampton, Potato Merchant Northamp- 

ton Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 18 

Jexsincs, JOHN, Newmarket, Gorn Merchant 
PetNovis Ord Nov 18 

Jmsox, WILLIAM, Bielby, Yorks, Farmer York Pet Nov 
18 Ord Nov 18 

Jones, WILLIAM Henry, Blaengwynfi, Glam, Labourer 
Aberavon Pet Nov17 Ord Nov 17 

Joszra, Liongt, and Erxest Josers. Aldgate High st, 
Warehousemen High Court Pet Novis Ord Nov 18 

Jovnes, Joux Epwix, Small Heath, Birmingham, Grocer 
Bi ham Pet Nov18 Ord Nov 18 

Kxront, Hanoxp, Sirhowy, Tredegar, Mon, Mineral Water 
Manufacturer egar Pet Nov4 Ord Nov 18 

Lavy. Lewis, Blomfield ct, Maida Vaie High Court Pet 
Nov 18 Ord Nov 18 

Lovet, Gzorce ALFagp, Worsborough Bridge, nr Barnsley, 
Grocer Barnsley Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 17 

Loxemax, CHARLES, King’s Heath, Worcester, Blacksmith 
Birmingham Pet Nov 18 Ord Novy 18 


Cambridge 


McDexmorr, Ricnarp, Birmingham, Warwick, Tailor 
birming Pet Nov16 Ord Nov 16 
Musox, SamvzL, Streethouse, nmr Pontefract, Builder 


Wakefield Pet Nov16 Ord Nov 16 

Qrro, Eowarp Caar.es Faepericr, _—— grove, Balham 
Wandsworth Pet Aug 30 Ord Nov 

Pave, Bensamin, Greenhill, Derby Sheffield Pet Nov 17 
Ord Nov 17 

Paice, Joserx, Penley, Flint, Miller Wrexham Pet Oct 
18 Ord Nov 16 

Procrer, Ropert Jonn, West Hartlepool, Tobacconist’s 
Manager Sunderland Pet Novi17 Ord Nov 17 

Rossers, Witt1am Cuaries, Leeds Leeds Pet Nov 17 
Ord Nov 17 

Surews, ALBERT Ernest, Bradford, Auditor Bradford 
PetNov7 Ord Nov 17 

SrocepaLe, Cuanies, Abbeville rd, Clapham pk, Com- 
meicial Traveller Wandsworth Pet Nov 17 Ord 
Nov 17 

Srosznouse, Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Grocer’s Out- 
fiver Kingston upon Hull Pet Novis Ord Nov 18 

Tats, JAMES CHARLES, Swinton, Yorks, General Dealer 
Sheffield Pet Nov6 Ord Nov 16 

Taytoz, Joun GerorcGe, sen, Coundon, Durham, Tailor 
Durham Pet Nov1 Ord Nov 16 

Tvavute, Hargietre Evizasetu, Herongate House, nor 
Brentwood, Schoolmistress Chelmsford Pet Nov 15 
Ord Nov 15 

Wo.stexso._me, Leonarp, eee Lanes, Tailor Oldham 
Pet Nov17 Ord Novi 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Acat, Jonny Henry, Kingston upon Hull, Cooper 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Trinity House ln, Hull 
Bamey, Gzorce Water, Shurdington, nr Cheltenham, 
Nov 30 at 4 County Court bidgs, 


Beut, James, and Josern Simpsoy, Bedale, Yorks, Iron- 
mongers Dec 4at 11.30 Court house, Northallerton 
Bowss, JAMEs, Hawnby, nr Helmsley, Yorks, Innkeeper 
Dee 4 at 11.30 Court house, Northallerton 

Baowniess, Joun, Heworth, York, Wheelwright Nov 30 
atz.30 Off Ree, The Red House, Duncombe pl, York 

CarrexMoLe, Freperick Paces, Kirkiey, Lowestoft, Butcher 
Nov 29 at 12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Cuark, WILLOUGHBY, Upper Slaughter, Glos, Farmer Nov 
8 at 3.15 County Court bldgs, Cheltenham 

Coomper, Fraycis, St Andrew’s mans, West Kensington, 
Physician Declatii Fankruptcy bldgs, Uarey st 

Corrs, AtrreD Henry, Upper Eastville, Bristol, Baker 
Nov 29 at 11.30 Off Ree, : 26, Baldwin st, Bristol 

Cowizy, Joan, Six Bells, ‘Aberb eeg, Mon, Coiliery Con- 
tractor Nov 30 at 3 135, High st, Merthyr t'ydtil 

Cazwosox, Josrpa, jun, Llangefni, Anglesey, Licensed 
Victuailer Nov 3y at 12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 

ester 

Davenport, Joun Mason, Hough Green, Lancs, Machinist 
Nov 29 at 2.30 Otf Rec, 85, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Duane, ALBERT GroRGE, Reading, House Decorator Nov 
Oat 1 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Doviz, Joux, Tanygrisiau, Blacnau Festiniog, Baker 
Dec 5at 11.15 Police Court, Portmadoc 

Evans, WALTER PEraRson, Leamington, Warwick, Land 
Agent Nov29at12 Off Rec,8, High st, Coventry 

Gaskin, Jaugs Waurer, Marden, Kent, Labourer Nov 29 
at 10.30 9, King st, Maidstone 

Hautyy, GEORGE Morison, Twickenham, Master Mariner 
Novy 29 at 12 Off Reo, 14, Bedford row 

Hanuis, Barsey, Cwatillery, Mon, Pawaobroker’s Manager 
Nov 80 at 12 135, High st, Merthyr Tydfil 

am, JOsEPu, Kentish Town rd, Furniture Dealer Nov 29 

at 12 Bankruptey bidgs, Carey st 


Nov 29 


Hawkesworts, WILLIAM ABTHUR Grevitte, Frome, 
Schoolmaster Nov 29 at 11.45 Off Rec, 26, Baldwin st, 

Hexperson, Mary Isaper, Coatham, Redcar, Yorks, 
Fruiterer Dec 1 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, Albert rd, 
Middlesbrough 


_ Tacxsow, Epw au, Peterborough, Commercial Traveller 


Nov 29 at 12 The Law Cou:ts, Peterborough 
Jouxsox, Cuartes, and Joun Rortxson, Kingston upon 
Hull, Builders Nov 29 at 11 Off Ree, Trinity House 
ln, Hull 
Os88, Frances Exizanetu, Gt Bridge, Tipton, Staffe, 
a Nov 30atll Of Rec, 199, Wolverhampton st, 
e 
dongs, Basar, and Gwitt Lioyp Caruratt, Wrexham, 
iumbers Noy 29at12 Crypt chmbers, Eastgate row, 


Joxms, Hexny Joux, Birmingham, Cabinet Brassfounder 
J latlt 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
ose, Joun Tuomas, Aberystwyth, Cardigan, Draper Nov 
29 at 11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
mS, Wittiam, Pentrebach pee, Serthe Tydfil, Collier Dec 
i fat3 1865, High st, Merthyr Tyafil 
O8RPH, Liowgt, and: Exnest Joseru, Aldgate High st, 
archousemen Nov 30 at 2.30 * Saalvegtag Wate 


Kisses, Groraz, ry Baker Nov 29at3 Off 
Rec, Berridge st, 

*Maxcus. Pyrland 1d, _Cmaeinny Nov 29 at 2.30 

ptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Lieut, ye Burtiez, Balham, Commercial Traveller 
Nov 30 at 1230 24, Railway app, London Bridge 

Lioyp-W okrTa, Jonn Francis, Aylmerton, Norfolk Market 
Gardener Dec2ati2 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Lone, Jonn WittaM, ane, Berks, Bootmaker Dec 1 
at3 14, Bedford 

Mayrox, Agruvr, Gaventen, Grocer Nov 30 at 12 Off 
Rec, 8, High st, Coventry 

Manrrirp, FReperic Grorcr, Oulton Broad, Suffolk, 
Fruiterer Nov 29 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, 
Norwich 

Masoy, Samuat, Streethouse, nr Pontefract, Builder Nov 
29at31 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Wakefield 

Noakes, Ricnarp, Ewhurst, Sussex, Farmer Dec 4 at 11 
C J Parris, 65, High st, Tunbridge Wells 

Piastow, CaTHERINE oe Chester, Fancy poe Nov 
29 at 2.45 Crypt chm brs, Eastgate row, Chest 

Presster, Henry, Chorley, Lancs, Plumber Nov 29 at 3 


Sette Se 


19, Exchange st, Bolton 
RIcHaxps, FReperick Witiiam, Shrewsbury Dec 12 at 
10.15 Off Rec, 42, St John’s hill, Shrewsbury 


Rix, ARTHUR Witiiax, Nortbfleet, Kent, Grocer Dec 4 at 
11.30 115, High st, Rochester 
——— Hues Tomas, Rhyl, Flint, y tae se Nov 29 at 
Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chi 


mem. WILtlaM CHARLES, Leeds Nov 2 at il Off Ree, 
22, Park row, Leeds 
Ross, Micuazt Mowtacu, Austerfield, Yorks, Builder 


Nov 30 at 12.30 Off Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Russe, Toomas Jabez, Peterborough, Horsedealer 
29at11.45 The Law Courts, Peterborough 

SeapourRne. ALFRED Epwakgp, Risca, Mon,Groom Nov 29 
atl Westgate chmbrs, Newport, Mon 

, Isaac, Bromley Croes, Lanes, Farmer Nov 28 at 
3.30 19, Exchange st, Bolton 

SHIELDs, ALBERT Exvest, "Bradford, Corporate Accountant 
Declat3 Off Rec, 29, Tyrrel et, Bradford 

Saute, ALBERT, and Rosert Freperick Suvure, Gt 
Grimsby, Fish Merchants Nov 29 at 11 Off Rec, St 
Mary’s ‘aeaben Gt Grimsby 

Skinner, Henry Kine, Leicester, Licensed Victualler 
Nov 29 at 12 Off Rec 1. Berridge st, Leicester 

Swirn, Bexsam, R Nori pten, Butcher’s 
Manager Nov 29 at 12. 15 The Law Courts, Peter- 
borough 

Spencer, CHARLES ALFRED, and Joun Armstrone, Sunder- 
Jand, Furniture Dealers Nov 30 at 3 Off Ree, 3, 
Manor st, Sunderland 

Srevens, Joseph Water, 8t Breock, Cornwall. Solicitor's 
Clerk Nov 30at 12 Off Rec, Boscawen st, Truro 

Tay or, Austen Jous, Repliogham rd, Southfields, Boot- 
maker's Assistant Nov 30 at 1130 24, Railway app, 
London Bridge 

Tayor, Jouw anes, sen, Coundon, Durham, Tailor and 
Draper Nov 29at3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 

Txomas, Rees Cepric, Maesteg, ‘Milk Vendor Nov 29 at 
3.30 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Waker, Josern, Cockfield, Durham, General Dealer 
Dec i3 at 3 Off Ree, 8, Albert rd, Middlesbrough 

Wheeer, Frank Epwarp, Pwllheli, Carnarvon, Wine 
Merchant Nov 2¥at 2 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, 
Chester 

Witkiss, Evizanetn, Lozelle, Aston, Warwick, Cab 
Proprietor Nov 30at11 191, Corporation st, Birming- 


Wiuerts, Witiiam, Tir Phil, Glam, Underground Haulier 
Nov 29at12 135, “ty st, Merthyr Tydfil 

Wituiams, Hven, Nebo, Jlanrwst, Denbigh, Farmer Nov 
30 at 12.30 Crypt La Eastgate row, Chester 

Witurams, WILLIAM Barrex, Plas Prestatyn, Flint, 
Phystan Nov 29 at 3.30 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate 
row, Chester 


Amended ‘notice substituted for that poten in the 
London Gazette of Nov 17 


Muney, Grorce Witt1am, Long Eaton, Derby, Labourer 
Nov 25 at 11.30 Off Ree, 47, Sul st, Derby 


Nov 











Where difficulty is experienced in procuring the 
Soticirors’ JOURNAL with regularity it is 
requested that application be made direct to 
the Publisher, at 27, Chancery-lane. 








LONDON and WESTMINSTER 
LOAN & DISCOUNT COMPANY Lt (Est. 1858). 
Offices ee ee OSS == ndon-wall, E. 
ADVANCE MONEY on urniture, leases, 


life policies, &c., » Topeye INCLUDING INTE 
10 One — eekly’ 2 : 4 Monthly £0 19 3 
£20 6 ” £1 17 6 
£30 ” 9 ~ 8 8 ” £216 8 
£50 we & e a4 18 ° 
£100 ” #2 2 4 
{arg mu portion. Moderate ‘tates for bills of 
sale. on application to Secretary. (No 
Agents.) 





- F. F. MONTAGUE, LL.B., continues 
PREPARE for the SOLICITORS’ FINAL and 
INTERMEDIATE EXAMINATIONS ; pa t by result. 
— Particulars on a personally’ or by letter, at 93, 
Chancery Lane. 





RAUGHTSMAN, Architectural and 
General. — Surveyor of ae undertakes - 





Solicitors Surveys, Plans and Enlargemen 
moderate charges.— B.A. ‘douse, , Doughty-street, Wc Cc. 





SELDEN SOCIETY. 


FOUNDED 1887. 
To encourage the study and advance the knowledge of the Histor~ 
of English Law. 


Patron: HIS MAJESTY THE KING. 
PRESIDENT : = LORD CHIEF JUSTICE. 
‘Ginn Peeee Fe Fg an Ee OF THE ROLLS. 
Lirerary Director: Proressor 
CounciIL . 1905). 


Mr. Henry Atries. Jown Gray Hitt. 
Mr. J. T. ATKiNson, Mr. funie Joyor. 

Mr. W. Parry Baitpon. Sir H. C. M. Lyrs, k.c.8, 
Mr. Justice CHanneLi, Sir F. Pou.oox, Bart. 
Mr. A. T. Carrer. Mr. BR. Pexyimeror. 
Mr. Justice Farwetu. Prof. VixoGraporr. 


| Mr. T. Cyprian WILLIAMs. 
ustice WILLs. 
Hon. Secretary : Mr. B. Fossett Lock, 
11, New-square, Lincoln’s-inn, W.C. 
Hon. Treasurer: Mr. = Mouyrtox, 
Mon couse, Twickenham. 
Annual Subscription : ONE UINEA.. Life Membership 
(or 30 years for Libraries, &c.) : TWENTY GUINEAS. 
Bach Member receives the publication for the year of 


Mr. Cuapwyck Hgatry,k.c. 
Mr. Justice 


&e. 
ing a complete set of past Publications may receive same at 


a special rate. 
eee alee 


Norre.—Publications already ioe ice 28s. each to 
Non-Members) : G Py Bek Picas of the (IL.) Select 
Manorial eet Select Civil Pleas. (IV. .) The Court 
Baron. Afi Tanieliction in Norwich. (VI) Select 
ay P (Vol. 1). (VIL.) The Mirror of Justices. 

VIII.) Bracton and 4 The Coroners’ Rolls. 
(X.) Select Cases in . (€XL) Select Admiralty 
Pleas (Vol. 2). (XII) The of uests. (XIIL) 
Select Pleas of the Forests. (XIV.) Beverley Town Docu- 


(XV.) Thi 
Chamber. (XVIL) Year 
(XVIII ) ee Customs (Vol. 1). (XIX.) Year Books 
(Vol. 2) bes 


ments. 
Star 





settee, Corea 


lans on Parchment, and Ab- 
stracting Titles ; ; 35e.—Miss GipBons, 
114, Grand-parade, wate, N. 


| ADY DETECTIVE, educated venperionced, 
_4 Undertakes Private and 

Commercial, &c. ; es moderate fees ; eat 
female assistants.—Miss Easton, 241, venue, 
(two doors from) New Oxford-street. 


| ADY (Young), 
4 Clerk; 8 years’ ex 
on 











AW.— GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
preseens <5 Ger aas. Cop Us Wileee a Se ollowing 
writing 


s. a. 
Abstracts Copied ove eo. © 8 per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafts eve «- 2 3 per 20 folios, 
Deeds Round Hand ., es O 2 per folio. 
Deeds Abstracted on e. 2 O per sheet. 
Full Copies 08 ow O 8 folio. 
PAPER.—Foolscap, 14. per sheet; Draft, #4. ditto; 


Parchment, 1s, 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C. 


(CUSMEnTe INN, STRAND (overlooking 
the Green of the Law Courts).—Several Suites of 
Magnificent OFFICES TO BE LET, con from one 
to sixteen rooms on the first floor, day and might service of 
lifts, constant supply of hot water; luncheons, teas, and 
dinners can be at moderate prices; for rents and 
further particulars apply to Atsgrr Crunpat. & Cov., 
Clement’s-inn, Strand. 


r\O0 CAPITALISTS. — £1,000 A... £2,000 
Required in old-established Buil 
and Government Dusteee; 8 t" 10 per cent. 
T annum will be paid; capital and interest will be repaid 
bait-yeany, over a Toon of 5 or 10 years as desired 
ender.— No. 900, Office of “ Solicitors’ Journal,” 
2, Gunnin. London, W.C. 


ORTGAGES.—A 1 Trust Fund 
M available for eg apoa fae as Se 











Securities, from 3 t. according to 
— to C. 3 Four 4 & Son, Surveyors and Valuers, 
Bris 





pp merct. — —An Estate of Fee Farm 
Ground-rents amounting to about £620 oe annum ; 

houses built several years; forming compact e-tate and 

ane — —Full ull particulars of C.J. Hote & Box, ove 
uers, Bristol. 





RIVATE SECRETARY.—Young Gentle- 





, holding responsible . well- 
educated and ughly conversant 2 Priv e class of 
cl . i gagement as Private tary ; 
could supply | hest ref as to ability, &. 
—Address care of “ Bolicitors Journal’’ , 2, 
Chancery-lane, W.C. 





OANS ADVAROSD, at moderate interest, 
, Maxacen, 
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ST. ANDREW’S HOSPITAL 


FOR 


MENTAL DISEASES, 


NORTHAMPTON. 


For the Upper and Middle Classes only. 


PRESIDENT : 
THE RIGHT HON. THE BARL SPENCER, K.G. 


The Institution is pleasantly ae in a healthy 
locality, one mile from the pe gm | Station of the 
London and North-Western and Midland Railways, and 
panne ee F hours only from London, and is surrounded 
by more than 100 acres of pleasure grounds, 

The terms vary from 31s. 6d. to £4 4s. a week, according 
to the requirements of the case. These terms may be 
reduced by the Committee of Management under special 
circumstances. 

Patients paying higher rates can have Special Attendants, 
Horses and Carriages, and Private Rooms in the Hospital, 
or in Detached Villas in the Grounds of the Hospital ; or at 
Moulton — a branch establishment, two miles from the 

ospii 

There is also a Seaside House Bryn-y-Neuadd Hall, 

Llanfairfechan, N. Wales, beautifully - rans in a park of 
180 acres, to which patients may be se 

For aed information apply to the Medical Superin- 

ent. 





Licensed under the Inebriates Acts, 1879-99. 


BUNTINGFORD HOUSE RETREAT, 
BUNTINGFORD, HERTS. 


For the Treatment of Gentlemen suffering : —— Inebriety 
and Abuse of Drugs. In a most healthy, pi ue, = 
secluded part of the country, 1} hours from mt Liverpool-iree 
about 400 feet above sea-level; 10} pn 
Heated by hot-water apparatus. "Electric a throughout. 
Farm Gardening C and recreation. Workshops, Poultry 

= ay Aegon Tennis, Golf, Library, Music, 
Billiards, Dark m for sive c. Patients may 
enter under the Acts or private erms: 2-3 Guineas. 
Electric Light and Heat Baths, he. —Apply to 
Resipent Mepicat SureginTENDENT or SECRETARY. 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES. 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A., 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RILEY, Assoc. Soc. 
Study of or. Thirty years’ ee Excellent 

Ratwenes. For terms and particulars 
a y Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 
Prcnenaene Appress: “ MEDI CAL, LEICESTER.” 








Treatment of INEBRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
$For Gentine, under the Act and privately. 


¥or ‘Terms, é&c. » app) 
p Bee PP HOGG, M.R.C.8., &c., 


Medical Superintendent, 
Telephone: P.O. 16, Rickmanswortu. 





Treatment of Incbricty and the Drug Habit, 


HIGH SHOT HOUSE, 
ST, MARGARET’S, EAST TWICKENHAM, 8.W. 
(Private Home, Licensed, and under Government 
Supervision.) 
Gentlemen are received either under the Act, or as Private 
Patients, Special Arrangements for Profi essional and Busi- 
Cnet ting Bi to oe time is an object. Boating, Tennis 


For Terms rm ty Dosieoue Mepica. SuPERinTEN BENT. 


HOME for LADIES ADDICTED to INEBRIETY, 


Hillsboro’ House, Upper Clapton. 





mn ln hee ~ a a has 2 few ba pore for 

oluntary Patients in the above ‘‘Home.’’ Most encouragin; 

wey — Particulars as to terms, &c., on application to 
Chief Secretary, 259, Mare Street, Hackney. 





be COLISEUM, Charing Cross. — 
THREE PERFORMAN CES DAILY, at 3, 6, and 
9pm. The “A o’clock Programme is entirely different from 
that at 3 and 9 o’clock. All seats in all parts are numbered 
and reserved. "Siamese addressed envelopes should accom- 
pany all postal applications for seats. Prices: Boxes, 
£2 2s., £1 1is. 6d., and £1 1s. ; fauteuils, 10s. 6d., and 7s. 6d. ; 

stalls bs., 4s., 3s. ‘and 2s. Telephone 7,689 Gerrard) ; . grand 
tier, 1s. ; j balcony, 6d . (Te one 7, Gerrard), Cbilaren 
under 12 half-price to all fauteuils and stalls. Telegrams, 


LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 
J. HARCOURT SMITH, 

The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 
LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCOUNTANT, 
61 & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


N.B.—Vacancies for Articled Clerks. Good Mortgage 
Securities Wanted. 





Telephone: 602 Holborn. 


EDE, SON AND RAVENSCROFT 


Founpep 1x THE Reian or Witiiam & Mary, 1689. 


ROBE ae 
MAKERS. m3\ TAILORS. 


To H.M. THE KING & H.M. THE QUEEN, 


SOLICITORS’ GOWNS. 


LEVEB SUITS IN CLOTH & VELVET. 
Wigs for Registrars, Town Clerks, & Coroners. 
CORPORATION § UNIVERSITY GOWNS. 


93 & 94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 
The sie? Acts, 1862 to 1900. 








Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the 
shortest notice. 
The BOOKS and FORMS kept in Stock for immediate use. 
SHare CentiFicates, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and 
printed. Orriciat SEALs designed and executed. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 


RICHARD FLINT & CO., 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 


49, FLEET STREET, LONDON, E.C. (corner of 
Serjeants ’ Inn). 


Annual and other Returns Stamped and Filed. 
PHENIX ASSURANCE CO., Ltd. 


PHGNIX FIRE OFFICE, 


ESTABLISHED 1782. 
19, Lombard Street, & 57, Charing Cross, London. 
Lowest Current Rates. 
Liberal and Prompt Settlements. 
Assured fre of all Liability. 
Electric Lighting Rules supplied. 
ADAME TUSSAUD’S EXHIBITION. 
LIFELIKE PORTRAIT MODELS of 


THE LATE SIR HENRY IRVING, 
THE LATE DR. T. J. BARNARDO 


MADAME TUSSAUD’S ROUMANIAN BAND. 
Admission, 1s. Children under 12,6d. Open lu wii 16. 


BRAND'S 
MEAT JUICE 
FOR INVALIDS 


Prepared from the Finest Meat only. 








N 





in Flasks, price 2/6. 
SOLD EVERYW HBRE. 
BRAND & CO., Limited, MAYFAIR, W. 
An admirable Food of the 


EPPS’S 


Finest quality and flavour, 


COCOA 


Nutritious and Economical. 











19th CENTURY BUILDING SOCIB 


ADELAIDE PLACE, LONDON BRIDGE, 
Assets - «#« # £162,000, 5 
CHAIRMAN , 
Sirs HENRY WALDEMAR LAWRENCE, Barr, 
2, Mitre-court-buildings, Temple, E.C, 


Prompt and Liberal Advances to Purchase, Buil 
Improve Freehold, Leasehold, or oe hold Property, © 
orrowers Interest 4 per "cent. Monthly repa 

which include Principal, Premium, and Interest fory 
£100 : 10 years, £1 1s. 1d.; 12 years, 188. 4d.; 15 years, 

18 years, 14s. 2d.; 21 years, 12s. 11d. Survey Fee to 


half-a-guinea. 
Prospectus freeof FREDERICK LONG, Maz 


ALEXANDER & SHEPHEAR 


Limites 





PRINTERS, 
LAW and PARLIAMENTARY. 


PaRLIAMENTARY Biiis, Minutes oF Evipence, Boo 
REFERENCE, STATEMENTS OF CLAIM, ANSWERS, &O., 


BOOKS, PAMPHLETS, MAGAZIN 
NEWSPAPERS, 

And all General and Commercial Wi 
Every description of Printing. 


Printera of THE SOLICITORS JOURNAL 
and WEEKLY REPQR 


NORWICH STREET, FETTER LANE, LONDON, 


Daily, at 3 a 
| 
N 





ASKELYNE “i “DEVAN® 
MYSTERIES. 
(Late Maskelyne and Cooke's.) 
ST. aaeatee . HALL, LANGHAM PLACE, W, 
Unique Entertainment. 
MASCOT MOTH? Mr. David Devant, im 
The glare of the footlighta, 
Talk without aid of covers, gra 
of living woman, represent 
The moth, who sbrivels 
Town. nothingness in his a 
less than one second. 
Enchanted Hive. A perplexing playlet. 
es aga Gong. Who's who? 
Sylph. 


A Mystery of the air. 
Mental Magnetism. An uncanny Telepathic 
Shades of Shifters, 


Artist’s Dream. 
M. Gintaro. 


Pantomime with a purpo 

A Poetical llusion, 

Great Japanese Juggler. 
Animated Photographs. Newest Pictures. 
Mystic Kettle. Queuches any thirst. 

The Times says :—*‘ A full house, full of oon 
only a sprinkling of delighted children, watch a 
other wizardries with bated breath, and laughed heaj 
at Mr. David Devant’s capital patter.” : 

Reserved seats, 2s. to 5s. (children under 12 half-pr 
balcony, 1s. Telephone, 1,545 Mayfair 


RoraL ITALIAN CIRCUS (‘‘ Hengleng 

Oxtford- = ae W.—DAILY, at 3and 8. 
PERFOR G ANIMALS. Prices from 6d. 
half-price. ee 10 to 10. Tel. 4,138, 
JUMBO JUNIOR, Society's latest pet, “‘ At Home »D 
at 3 and 8. 


OOLOGICAL SOCIETY’S GARDE 
Regent’s Park, are OPEN DAILY (except Sund 
from 9 a.m. until sunset. Admission 1s., Mond 
Children always 6d. Ladies or gentlemen may be 
Fellows of the Society. Entrance fee £5. Annual 
— £3, or composition fee £35.—For particulars 
e SECRETARY, 3, Hanover-square, W. 





ou 








Solicitors’ Brief Bz 
FroM 7/6§ EACH. 
Miustrated Liat Free on applicat 


PARTRIDGE & COOPER, 


191 & 192, FLEET STREET, LONDON, B.C. 











at, 





